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CERTIFIED MAIL 7099 3400 0000 9597 1247 
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED 

Mr. Thomas 0. Shepker 
Manager, Environmental Control 
WCI Steel, Inc. 
1040 Pine Avenue SE 
Warren, Ohio 44483-6528 

Subject Draft Work Plan for Pond 6A 
Draft Work Plan for Pond 6 
Civil Action No. 4:95 CV 1442 

Dear Mr. Shepker: 

WC-15J 

EPA's RCRA program was recently advised by the Ohio Environmental Protection 
Agency (OEPA) that a Notice of Deficiency referencing the proposed work plans for 
Ponds 6 and 6A was issued by OEPA to WCI. Under the terms of WCI's June 4, 1999 
consent decree with the United States (paragraph 25), WCI's work plans must 
conform to the requirements and specifications required by the OEPA, in addition to 
submitting the work plans to this Agency for approval. A Notice of Deficiency indicates 
that WCI is not in compliance with requirements of the consent decree. As you know, 
during the recent RCRA case, WCI specifically argued to the Court that it could and 
would meet its RCRA hazardous waste closure obligations within the context of the 
water consent decree. Therefore, we contend that the consent decree requires work 
plans which conform to OEPA requirements and specifications. 

In addition, I ask that you keep the Water Division apprized of the status of OEPA's 
approval of the work plans, which includes providing us with copies of all 
correspondence from and to the State and revisions of the proposed work plans. We 
have repeatedly requested WCI's cooperation in assuring that there be a clear 
understanding among the parties as to which parties are involved, what obligations are 
outstanding, what work is being proposed and what obligations will be satisfied by the 
completed work to reach a solution which is consistent with the provisions of water 
consent decree as well as other applicable federal and state regulations. 

lhsan Eler of my staff is looking forward to receiving the revised work plans and working 
towards a final solution to the long-standing ponds issues. The Water Division has also 
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advised Daniel Patulski of the RCRA corrective action staff to expect calls from you or 
your consulting engineers. Your cooperation in this matter is appreciated. If you have 
any questions, please do not he.sitate to contact me at (312)886-6753 or Mr. Eler at 
(312)886-6249. 

Sincerely yours, 

Thomas L. Bramscher, Chief 
Enforcement Section 1 

cc: Pamela Allen, OEPA 

bee: Joseph Boyle, Chief, RCRA Compliance / 
Paul Little, Section Chief, RCRA Compliance v 
Daniel Patulski, Corrective Action 
Michael Beedle, RCRA Compliance 
Deirdre Tanaka,,ORC 

1 

Nicole Cantello, ORC 
Bramscher · 



WCIS!"EEL 

December 15, 2000 

Branch Chief 
Water Division, Compliance Section 
U.S. Enviromnental Protection Agency 
Mail Code WC-15J 
77 West Jackson Boulevard 
Chicago, IL 60604 

Re: Consent Decree, CIVIL ACTION No. 4:95 CV 1442, Comprehensive Wastewater 
Systems Evaluation Report 

. ·~· 

As required by paragraph 15. of the Decree, WCI STEEL INC. (WCI) hereby submits our report 
for the Comprehensive Wastewater Systems Evaluation. This report was reviewed and approved 
by Chester Engineers and Amendola Engineering. 

WCI Steel is in the process of implementing the recommendations in accordance with the 
schedule in the report and the requirements in the Decree and shall update U.S. EPA in the 
qumierly Consent Decree repmis on the progress of this implementation. 

I ce1iify under penalty of law this document and all attachments were prepared under my 
direction or supervision in accordance with a system designed to assure that qualified personnel 
properly gather and evaluate the information submitted. Based on my inquiry of the person or 
persons who managed the system, or those persons directly responsible for gathering the 
infonnation, the information submitted is, to the best of my knowledge and belief, tme, accurate, 
and complete. I am aware that there are significant penalties for submitting false information,·. 
including the possibility of fine, imprisomnent, or both, for knowing violations. §ee, ~-. 18 
U.S.C. § 1001. 

Sincerely, 

Manager, 
Environmental Control 

WCI Steel, Inc. 
1040 Pine Avenue, SE 

Warren, OH 44483-6528 
{330) 841-8000 

VV:::ter Enforcemet!t H, 
Compliance t\ssurc;nc.~ 8isnch 

U.S. EPA, F;agic;il 5 



AMENDOLA 
ENGKNEERKNG 

iNC, 

:Mr. Thomas 0. Shepker 
Manager, Environmental Control 
WCI Steel, Inc. 
1040 Pine Avenue, S.E. 
Warren, OH 44483-6528 

Dear :Mr. Shepker: 

December 12, 2000 

PLAZA WEST. SUITE 236 
20220 CENTER RIDGE ROAD 
ROCKY RIVER. OHIO 44116 

TELEPHONE: 440-895-2430 
FACSIMILE: 440:'1!95-2523 

Re: Consent Decree, Civil Action No. 4:95 CV 1142 
Comprehensive Wastewater Systems Evaluation 

We have reviewed the Chester Engineers fmal report for the Comprehensive Wastewater 
Systems Evaluation dated December 2000, and we concur with the report findings. 

As part of this project, Amendola Engineering participated in interviews with WCI Steel 
personnel and in the field portions of the evaluation. We believe the final report reflects 
accurately the results of the comprehensive evaluations conducted at the wastewater 
treatment systems for the steelmaking operations (basic oxygen furnaces, vacuum 
degassing operations), the 56" hot strip mill and steel finishing operations. 

cc: Keith A. Benson, P .E. 
Chester Engineers 

?l?t=· ~~ 
RECEIVED 
DEC 14 2000 

WCI STEEL 
En~~tronmental Control 
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COMPREHENSIVE WASTEWATER SYSTEMS EVALUATION 
SUMMARY REPORT 

. ·~· 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

This report presents the results of a Comprehensive Wastewater Systems Evaluation (CWSE) at 
the WCI Steel, Inc. (WCI) facility in Warren, Ohio. The evaluation was completed in 
accordance with the requirements outlined in Paragraphs 12 through 18 of WCI's Consent 
Decree (Civil Action No. 4:95 CV 1442) filed June 4, 1999. 

The Consent Decree required WCI to submit to the U.S. Enviromnental Protection Agency 
(EPA) a draft work plan for conducting the CWSE not later than 120 days from the date of entry 
of the Consent Decree (June 4, 1999). WCI submitted the Comprehensive Wastewater Systems 
Evaluation Draft Work Plan to the EPA on September 23, 1999. WCI received a written 
comment letter on the draft work plan from the EPA on December 14, 1999. A revised draft 
work plan was submitted on February 3, 2000 to address the EPA's comments. WCI received a 
"no comment" letter from the EPA on May 5, 2000 which was interpreted as the CWSE trigger 
date as outlined in Paragraph 13 of the Consent Decree. The Consent Decree required 
completion of the CWSE work in 13 months from the trigger date. 

As required by the Consent Decree, the objectives of the CWSE are as follows: 

o To ensure all process waters and process wastewater are directed to the appropriate 
process water or process wastewater treatment system. 

o To identify potential overflow and bypass points for each process water and process 
wastewater treatment and collection system and to develop or refine operating 
practices and monitoring systems to eliminate, or minimize to the maximum extent 
practicable, overflows and bypasses and unauthorized discharges during, but not 
limited to, periods of normal operation, during process startups, during process shut 
downs, and during periods of wet weather operation. The investigation of subsurface 
leaking, seepage, or migration of pollutants to soil or groundwater shall not be 
included in the evaluation. 

o To assess compliance with the terms of the current NPDES permit applicable to the 
Warren Plant including effluent limitations and monitoring requirements, compliance 
schedules, special conditions and contract laboratory operations with respect to 40 
CFR Part 13 6 requirements. 

o To identify outfall(s) in addition to Outfalls 006, 007, 008, and 013, if any, where 
visible oil is observed for inclusion in the VOCAMP as designated outfalls. 

WCI Steel, Inc. 
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The Consent Decree required submittal of a summary report on the CWSE no later than 14 
months from the trigger date. This report presents a summary of the CWSE findings, 
conclusions based on monitoring data, recommendations, and a schedule for implementation of 
corrective actions. 

Based on the results of the CWSE, the following conclusions were developed: 

• The results of the dye testing for the BOF and continuous caster systems indicated 
that there was a cross connection contributing an estimated 1 gpm of flow to Outfall 
011. The cross connection was identified as leaking seals on the BOF flight conveyor 
pumps which enter floor drains to the Outfall 011 sewer. 

• There is a potential for runoff from the scale staging area at the caster to drain into the 
storm sewer if the scale is piled outside the staging area. 

• Dye testing of the finishing mills wastewater collection systems indicated that there 
are no cross connections of the process wastewater systems with NCCW or storm 
water outfalls. 

• The rolling solution NCCW recirculation systems in the finishing mills discharge 
NCCW to the CTP with the exception of the Tandem Mill. The rolling solution in the 
Tandem Mill is cooled through a heat exchanger that discharges NCCW to Outfall 
007. This heat exchanger has leaked oil in the past due to a defective seal. The seal 
was repaired in the mid 1990's and has not leaked since. 

• Dye testing of the 56" Hot Strip Mill recycle system indicated that there are no cross 
connections of the process wastewater systems with NCCW or storm water outfalls. 

• The potential overflow and bypass points for the systems included in the CWSE 
include the emergency overflows from the No. 9 Pump Station (Outfall 606) and the 
No. 6 Pond (Outfall 009). These overflow points are required to prevent flooding of 
the mills in the event of a pump failure and are listed in WCI's NPDES Permit. There 
are alarms to notify the operators of a high level condition at these locations. 

• Visible oil was not observed at any of the outfalls associated with the CWSE that are 
not currently included in WCI steel's VOCAMP. Visible oil has never been observed 
at Outfall 013 which is included in WCI's current VOCAMP. Therefore, Outfall 013 
should be removed from the VOCAMP. 

The following recommendations were developed as a result of the CWSE: 

• Implement best management plans to ensure that the scale from the caster scale pit is 
staged in the proper area and removed on a weekly basis to reduce the potential for 
runoff into the storm sewer. 

• Redirect the floor drains in the BOF flight conveyor pump rooms to drain back into 
the flight conveyor sumps. 

WCI Steel, Inc. 
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• Inspect and pressure test Tandem Mill rolling solution heat exchanger annually to 
detect any potential leaks. 

WCI Steel, Inc. 
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COMPREHENSIVE WASTEWATER SYSTEMS EVALUATION 
SUMMARY REPORT . " 

SECTION 1 
INTRODUCTION 

This report summarizes the results of a Comprehensive Wastewater Systems Evaluation (CWSE) 
at WCI Steel's facility in Warren, Ohio. The CWSE was completed in accordance with the 
requirements outlined in Paragraphs 12 through 18 of WCI's Consent Decree (Civil Action No. 
4:95 CV 1442). The CWSE work was completed by Chester Engineers in collaboration with 
Amendola Engineering and WCI Steel in accordance with the Comprehensive Wastewater 
Systems Evaluation Draft Work Plan dated August 1999 and Revised January 2000. 

The objectives of the CWSE included identifying potential overflows, bypasses, or cross­
connections of wastewater or process water with non-contact cooling water (NCCW) or storm 
water systems. The systems involved in the evaluation included the following: 

• B!owdown from the vacuum degasser process water treatment and recycle system 

• Blowdown from the continuous caster process water treatment and recycle system 

• BOF gas conditioning water system 

• Hot strip mill process water treatment and recycle system tributary to Outfall 603 

• Wastewater collection and wastewater piping systems for the finishing mills area 

• Treatment systems for the reuse or recycle of cold rolling solutions 

• Central Treatment Plant (CTP) tributary to Outfall 602 

The scope of work that was completed for the CWSE consisted of the following tasks: 

• Reviewed Process Water Treatment and Recycle Systems 

• Conducted Dye Tracer Testing 

• Identified Potential Overflow and Bypass Points 

• Assessed Compliance with Current NPDES Permit 

• Identified Outfalls Where Visible Oil was Observed for Inclusion in VOCAMP 

• Prepared CWSE Summary Report 

The CWSE was completed in three phases due to the size and complexity of the wastewater 
collection and treatment systems involved. The three phases included the following: 

• Phase I -Continuous Caster, Vacuum Degasser, and BOF Systems Evaluation 

WCl Steel, Inc. 
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• Phase 2 - Wastewater Collection Systems for Finishing Mills, Rolling Solution 
Systems, and Central Treatment Plant 

• Phase 3 - 56" Hot Strip Mill Treatment and Recycle System 

Each phase of work is described in detail in the following sections. 

WCI Steel, Inc. 
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COMPREHENSIVE WASTEWATER SYSTEMS 
EVALUATION SUMMARY REPORT 

SECTION2 
SYSTEM EVALUATION 

PHASE I- CONTINUOUS CASTER, VACVUM DEGASSER, AND DOF 
SYSTEMS EVALUATION 

A thorough review of Continuous Caster, Vacuum Degasser, and BOF process water systems 
was completed. This review was conducted to verify that all process waters and wastewaters are 
directed to the appropriate treatment systems. Existing process flow diagrams, recycle system 
piping plans, sewer collection systems, and operating data for each of the process water and 
wastewater systems were reviewed. In addition, interviews were held with WCI personnel who 
are familiar with the water and wastewater systems and physical inspections of each system were 
completed to verify the accuracy of the existing data. 

Figure I presents a simplified process flow diagram of the caster spray water (System 3) and 
vacuum degasser (System 4) based on the information obtained. Process wastewater from the 
caster spray water system and flume flush water is collected and conveyed to an interceptor pit. 
The wastewater is pumped from this pit to a scale pit. A portion of the water is recycled directly 
from the pit to the caster flumes to flush out scale. The spray water is pumped from the scale pit 
and passed through pressure filters and a cooling tower before reuse. The filter backwash is 
collected in a tank and transferred to a clarifier. The clarifier effluent is returned to the 
interceptor pit. Sludge from the clarifier is periodically removed from the clarifier and hauled to 
the dry ponds adjacent to the No. 5 Pond. 

Scale is removed from the scale pits with a crane and clamshell. The scale is piled in a staging 
area adjacent to the pit. This area is sloped to allow water to drain back into the pit. There is a 
potential for drainage to enter a storm sewer catch basin ifthe scale is piled outside of the staging 
area. This was not observed during the CWSE. However, it is recommended that best 
management plans be implemented to ensure that the scale is staged correctly and removed on a 
weekly basis. 

The blowdown from the caster spray water system is directed from the cold well pumps to the 
BOF flight conveyor pits. The blowdown rate is based on the spray water system conductivity 
and typically averages around 70 to 80 gpm. Makeup water is added to the scale pit on demand 
from the service water system. The spray water system also receives makeup from blowdown 
and leaks from the caster mold and machine NCCW systems (Systems I and 2) and the vacuum 
degasser system. 

WCI Steel, Inc. 
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",1 The vacuum degasser recycle system consists of a cooling tower with side-stream pressure 
filtration. The water is recirculated through the vacuum degasser steam ejectors and condensers. 
The blowdown from this system is directed to the caster spray water pit as needed tO' control 
conductivity. 

Based on the design drawings and physical review of the caster and vacuum degasser systems, 
all of the. process drains and vessel overflows drain back to the interceptor pit. There are no 
potential bypass or overflow points to the storm water and NCCW outfalls in the area. 

Figure 2 presents a process. flow diagram of the BOF gas cleaning system. Water is sprayed into 
the BOF evaporation chambers and vessel hoods to cool the gases and remove large particles 
prior to entering the dry precipitator. The dirty water is collected in flight conveyor pits (one for 
each BOF vessel). The blowdown from the caster spray water system provides makeup to the 
flight conveyor pits at 70 to 80 gpm. Service water is also added to supplement the makeup as 
needed. Each pit is equipped with two transfer pumps to convey the dirty water to the Central 
Treatment Plant (CTP). These pumps are activated based on level in the pits. The emergency 
overflow pipes that were originally on the pits were removed and sealed prior to WCI ownership 
of the facility. These overflows were directed to the Outfall 011 sewer. Currently, if the flight 
conveyor pits were to overflow, the water would be collected in sumps below each of the pits. 
The sumps are equipped with sump pumps to transfer the water back to the flight conveyor 
tanks. Sludge is removed from the flight conveyors and deposited in collection pits. The sludge 
is periodically hauled to a sinter plant. 

Based on a review of the BOF gas cleaning system, the only potential cross connection with the 
Outfall 011 sewer is the floor drains in the flight conveyor pump rooms. The pump seals leak 
during operation and the water is collected in floor drains that are connected to the Outfall 011 
sewer. 

Dye Tracer Testing 

A dye tracer study was conducted for the caster spray water, vacuum degasser, and BOF gas 
cleaning systems to confirm that there are no cross connections between the process water, 
NCCW, and storm water systems. The dye testing was conducted simultaneously for the three 
systems since each system discharges in a cascade manner to the BOF prior to discharging to the 
CTP. 

The dye tracer testing was conducted using a fluorescent tracer (Rhodamine WT) from June 20 
to 21, 2000. The minimum detection limit for Rhodamine is 0.5 flg/L which is significantly 
lower than the 0.10 mg/L detection limit indicated in the CWSE Draft Work Plan. Therefore, the 
target system concentration was lowered from 50 to 5 mg/L for the testing to provide the 
minimum cross flow detection at the outfalls as indicated in the CWSE Draft Work Plan. Using 
a lower dye concentration was also beneficial in reducing the risk of serious discoloration of the 
Mahoning River through the CTP effiuent and Outfall 013. Rhodamine can be detected visually 

WCI Steel, Inc. 
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at concentrations above 0.10 mg/L. The Rhodamine concentration in the CTP effluent would be 
diluted to approximately 0.25 mg/L at the, average flow rate of 1.5 MGD. However, since the 
CTP effluent combines with Outfall 013 with flow in excess of 30 MGD from the Blast Furnace 
NCCW, the Rhodamine would be diluted to ~bout 0.01 mg/L which would not be visible. 

Based on a review of the facility sewers, the outfalls that potentially could be cross-connected 
· with the BOF, Vacuum Degasser, and Continuous Caster process systems include Outfall 010, 

Outfall 011, and Outfall 012. Figure 3 (WCI Dwg. No. 112700-A) presents a facility site plan 
showing the locations of the plant sewers and outfalls. 

The minimum process water cross connection flows that could be detected for the outfalls were 
estimated using a Rhodamine concentration of 5 mg/L in the systems and minimum detection 
limit of 0. 5 ~giL. The following table presents the estimated minimum flow of process water 
that would be detectable at the outfalls. 

Outfall Average Flow Minimum Detectable Cross 
Outfall (gpm) Connection Flow (gpm) 

010 220 0.02 
011 475 0.05 
012 145 0.01 

The flow rates for Outfalls 010 and 011 were taken from WCI Steel's flow meters during the 
start of the dye testing. The flow rate for OQtfall 012 was taken from the 1994 NPDES permit 
application since this outfall was not equipp'~d with a flow meter. The flow rate of 145 gpm 
appears to be conservative based on a visuar,timate of the Outfall 012 flow. 

Prior to slug feeding the Rhodamine into the'1recycle systems, background samples were taken 
from each system. In addition, background sa;mples were collected from Outfalls 010, 011, 012, 
and the No.2 Intake Pump House which supplies service water to these areas. 

Composite samplers were installed at Outfalls 010, 011, 012 and the No. 2 Pump House 
following Rhodamine addition. The samplers were set to collect samples every 30 minutes over 
a 24-hour period. In addition, grab samples were collected from the caster spray system and 
vacuum degasser system at approximately 2 hours and 20 hours after dye addition to verify the 
dye concentrations. A grab sample was also collected from the Outfall 011 sewer immediately 
downstream of the caster approximately 3 hours after dye addition. All samples were submitted 
to an independent laboratory to be analyzed for Rhodamine. 

WCI Steel, Inc. 
5 605-09/ 12-00/bgS 56. doc!BG 2-3 -'A CHESTER 

~ENGINEERS 



The following table summarizes the sample results. The laboratory reports are included as 
Appendix A. 

· Following Rhodamine 
Sample Location Background Addition 

No.2 Pumphouse Intake (Composite) <0.5 ~g/L <0.5 ~giL 
Vacuum Degasser System 4 (Grab) <0.5 ~g/L 2,290 ~g/L (2 hrs) 

144 ~g/L (20 hrs) 
Caster Spray WaterSystem 3 (Grab) <0.5 ~g/L I ,640 ~giL (2 hrs) 

I 03 JJ.giL (20 hrs) 
BOF No. l Flight Conveyor (Grab) <0.5 ~g/L -
BOF No. 2 Flight Conveyor (Grab) <0.5 ~g/L -
Outfall 010 (Composite) <0.5 JJ.g/L <0.5 ~g/L 
Outfall 011 (Composite) <0.5 ~g/L 1.8 ~g/L 
Outfall 012 (Composite) <0.5 figiL <0.5 ~g/L 
Outfall 0 ll Manhole (Grab) .. --- 0.9 ~giL 
The starting Rhodamine concentrations for the recycle systems were lower than the target of 5 
mg/L. This may be due to dye loss from residual chlorine in the recycle systems. Sodium 
hypochlorite is added to the recycle systems to control biological growth. Literature on the 
Rhodamine dye indicates that chlorine will react with the dye and reduce the concentration. This 
may explain why the system concentrations were reduced about 15 fold after only 20 hours. 

!> 

The composite sample collected from Outfall 011 had a Rhodamine c<;\'ncentration of 1.8 ~g/L 
and the grab sample from the Outfall 011 manhole had a concentration of 0.9 ~giL. The 
potential volume of process water required to contribute l. 8 ~g/L to Ou$ll 0 II was estimated at 
about 0.9 gpm using an average system concentration of about 1,000 ~giL and outfall flow rate 
of 475 gpm. The flow rate at the Outfall 011 manhole was not measured. so a precise estimate of 
the potential volume of process water at that location ·~ould not be determined. 

The source of the process water at Outfall 0 ll is believed to be from leaking pump seals on the 
BOF flight conveyor pumps. As mentioned previously, the pump seals leak into floor drains in 
the pump rooms that connect with the Outfall 011 sewer. The seal leaks were visually estimated 
at less than I gpm. This agrees closely with the flow rate as estimated by the Rhodamine 
concentration at Outfall 0 11. 

· The pump room floor drains discharge downstream of the Outfall 0 II mi!llhole sample that had a 
0.9 ~g/L Rhodamine concentration. During a subsequent site visit, no potential sources of 
process water cross connections to this manhole were identified. This sewer receives storm 
water runoff from the caster area along with ground water and air conditioner cooling water. 
The dye concentration of 0.9 fig/L at the Outfall 011 manhole is believed to be due to 
background interference or sample contamination. A background sample was not collected from 
this manhole prior to adding the dye. 
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PJIASE:2 ".WAS'i;f3W4,T/3.R COLLifCTIQ!f~l(STE:MSJ1()1J FINJSJ:[JNG 
MILLS AND CENTRAL TREATMENT PLANT 

" Figure 4 presents a flow diagram of the collection system for the finishing mills.· Process 
wastewater from the finishing mills is collected in several lift stations and pumped to a bosh box 
from which the wastewater flows by gravity to the No. 5 Pond. Residual oil is skimmed from the 
No. 5 Pond and the wastewater overflows to the No. 6 Pond. The wastewater is pumped from 
the No.6 Pond to the CTP. The CTP process consists of neutralization with lime, clarification, 
and sludge dewatering. The clarifier effluent is discharged to Outfall 602. 

A thorough review of the process wastewater collection system for the finishing mills was 
completed. The evaluation consisted of reviewing existing sewer drawings, interviewing plant 
personnel, and physical observations of the sewer collections systems. All process, NCCW, and 
storm water outfalls associated with the finishing mills were investigated. 

Dye Tracer Testing 

Dye testing of the finishing mill wastewater collection system was conducted on July 11, 2000 to 
confirm that there are no cross connections with the NCCW and storm water outfalls in the 
vicinity of the finishing mills. This was accomplished by metering Rhodamine dye into the main 
process sewers at three locations. These points are identified on Figure 3. Rhodamine dye was 
metered into each of these locations at a rate to achieve approximately a 5 mg/L concentration in 
the sewers based on estimated flow rates. The minimum potential cross flow connections that 
could be detected at the river outfalls associated with the finishing mills were calculated using 
historical flow rates and the detection limit of 0.5 [!g/L for Rhodamine. The following table 
presents the minimum detectable flow rates: 

Outfall Average Flow Minimum Detectable Cross 
Outfall _(gpm) Connection Flow (gpm) 

003 660 0.07 
006 5 0.0005 
007 1,740 0.17 
008 4,880 0.49 
052 N/A N/A 
053 N/A N/A 
056 N/A N/A 
060 N/A N/A 

Outfalls 052 through 060 in the above table receive storm water runoff and ground water. These 
outfalls had dry weather flow during the dye testing. Flow rates were not determined at Outfall 
052 and 053 because the flow was too low to measure and Outfall 056 was not measured because 
the discharge is partially submerged at the river. Outfall 060 was not measured since this stream 
has no association with the finishing mills. 
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The dye was metered into each of the three locations simultaneously over a 6 hour period. 
Background grab samples were collected at each of the dye input points prior to starting the test. 
After starting the dye injection, grab samples were collected at 2-hour intervals fromJ0cations 
along the process sewer and all NCCW and storm water outfalls associated with the finishing 
mills that had flow during the testing. The grab samples were composited into one sample for 
laboratory analyses for Rhodamine. 

The following table presents the sampling locations and results for the finishing mill dye study. 

Sample Location Background Sample Following Tracer Addition 
3 & 4 Pump House Intake 

(Outfall 0 16) <0.5 J.lg/L <0.5 J.lg/L 
Dye Input Point 1 (Terne 

Line) <0.5 J.lg/L --
Dye Input Point 2 (Tandem 

Mill Sump) 4.0 j.lg/L --
Dye Input Point 3 (Outfall 

005 Pit) 3.6 J,lg!L --
Dye Sample Point 1 <0.5 J.lg/L 2,330 J.lg/L 
Dye Sample Point 2 1.1 J.lg/L 337 J.lg/L 

003 <0.5 J.lg/L <0.5 J.lg/L 
006 <0.5 J.lg/L <0.5 J.lg/L 
007 <0.5 J.lg/L <0.5 J.lg/L 
008 <0.5 J.lg/L <0.5 J.lg/L 
052 <0.5 J.lg/L <0.5 J.lg/L 
053 <0.5 j.lg!L <0.5 J.lg/L 
056 <0.5 J.lg/L <0.5 J.lg/L 
060 <0.5 J.lg/L <0.5 J,lg/L 
602 <0.5 J.lg/L <0.5 J.lg/L 

Rhodamine was detected at low concentrations in background samples collected from input 
locations I and 2, and the sewer sample point 2. The background concentrations are likely due 
to the high concentrations of oil and grease in the wastewater at these locations. According to 
literature on Rhodamine, certain oils may produce fluorescence at the ·same wavelength as 
Rhodamine. The sample results show that dye was not detected in any of the samples collected 
from the NCCW or storm water outfalls associated with the finishing mills. 

The composite samples taken from sample points 1 and · 2 showed that the Rhodamine 
concentrations were lower than expected following dye addition. This may be due to the 
collection of the first set of grab samples prior to when the dye reached the sample locations. 
The travel time in the sewers was longer than expected due to collection sumps along the lines. 
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If the first grab samples were collected before the dye reached the location, the final sample 
would be diluted since the grab samples were combined prior to analyses. In addition, literature 
on the Rhodamine dye indicates that the dye concentration may be reduced unde~ acidic 
conditions as present in the pickling line wastewater. 

Dye was not detected in the Outfall 602 sai;J.ple (CTP effluent). This is believed to be due to the 
long holding time in the No. 5 and 6 ponds: Samples were only collected for six hours following 
the start of the dye test. The current volume of the No. 5 and 6 ponds is unknown, but the 
hydraulic retention time is expected to be greater than 4 hours. In addition, the hydraulic 
retention time of the CTP clarifier and reaction tanks is greater than 3 hours at an average flow of 
about 1,000 gpm. 

Based on ·the results of the finishing mill collection system evaluation and dye testing, there are 
no cross connections of process wastewater with the NCCW or storm water outfalls. 

Rolling Solution Recirculation Systems 

During the review of the finishing mill area, the rolling solution NCCW systems that discharge 
NCCW directly to the river outfalls were identified and inspected. Based on discussions with 
WCI personnel, the only rolling solution system that discharges NCCW directly to the river is 
located in the Tandem Mill. The system uses .service water to cool the rolling solution through a 
heat exchanger. The NCCW from the hea~exchanger discharges to Outfall 007 at a rate in 
excess of 1,000 gpm. This discharge compr.{)>es the majority of the flow to Outfall 007. WCI 
experienced a leak in this heat exchanger in 1~e past due to cracks in the unit which allowed oil 
to be released to the Outfall when the pressife on the solution side was higher than the water 
side. The heat exchanger was replaced in the '\:nid 1990's and has not experienced any additional 
leaks. If a heat exchanger develops a leak, 'it usually starts gradually and increases over time. 
Therefore, it is recommended that the hd~t exchanger be inspected and pressure tested 
periodically to detect any potential leaks. 

The remaining oil cooling systems in the finishing mills use either air cooled systems or 
discharge to the CTP. Therefore, these systems do not have the potential to release oil to the 
river outfalls. 

f:lf#81}3.~ 51MJI{Cl;(JIOlf$TlfiP MlUPROCESSW,.jllJl§;R ~RI}(Jl!C,l,E 
S'tY~tJttf'i ... ·. . . .. . . ·. . . .. · 

Figure 5 presents a process flow diagram of the 56-inch Hot Strip Mill recycle system. The 
process water is collected in scale pits and pumped through a cooling tower which discharges to 
a lagoon. Oil is skimmed from the lagoon and the water is pumped back to the mill for direct 
and indirect cooling uses. A blowdown line from the return pumps discharges to Outfall 603 in 
order to maintain operating level in the lagopn. This outfall discharges to Outfall 008 where it 
combines with NCCW from the HSM before,discharging to the river. 
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The recycle system was dye tested on August 2, 2000. Background samples were collected from 
the recycle system and the NCCW and storm water outfalls associated with the recycle system 
prior to the start of the testing. After collecting background samples, Rhodamine dye was slug 
fed into the lagoon inlet. Composite samplers were then setup at the outfalls to collect samples 
over a 24-hour period. A lower target concentration of dye was used in the HSM recycle system 
since the blowdown from this system enters the river immediately upstream of the intake pump 
house. If a high concentration were used, the dye would be recycled through the service water 
system at detectable concentrations which would in turn be detected at the NCCW outfalls. 

The current volume of the HSM recycle system and lagoon is unknown. An estimated volume of 
6 million gallons was used to determine the amount of Rhodamine dye required to achieve about 
50 J.lg/L in the recycle system. This was assumed to be an acceptable starting concentration to 
minimize the potential for discoloring the river and impacting the intake water. The following 
table shows the minimum potential cross connection flow that would be detected at outfalls 
associated with the HSM recycle system using a system concentration of 50 J.lg/L and detection 
limit of0.5 J.lg/L: 

Outfall Average Flow Minimum Detectable Cross 
Outfall (gpm) Connection Flow (gpm) 

006 5 0.05 
007 1,740 17 
008 4,880 49 
053 N/A N/A 
056 N/A NIA 

Outfalls 053 and 056 receive storm water runoff and ground water. These outfalls had dry 
weather flow during the dye testing period. Flow rates were not determined for these locations 
because Outfall 056 was partially submerged at the river and the Outfall 053 flow was too low to 
measure. 
The following table presents the results of the dye testing for the HSM recycle system. 

Sample Location Background Sample Fallowing Tracer Addition 
3 & 4 Pump House Intake 

(Outfall 0 16) <0.5 ug/L <0.5 ug/L 
HSM Lagoon 2.2 J.lg/L 35.5 ug/L 

006 <0.5 ug/L <0.5 ug/L 
007 <0.5 ~-tg!L <0.5 ~-tg!L 
008 <0.5 J.lg/L 1.8 J.lg/L 
053 <0.5 ~-tg/L <0.5 ~-tg/L 
056 <0.5 ug/L <0.5 J.lg/L 
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Discrete grab samples were taken at 2-hour intervals from the No. 3 and 4 Pump House intake to 
determine if the Rhodamine dye was recirculating through the service water intake. All of the 
samples were below detection indicating that the dye was diluted sufficiently in the river1Jrior to 
the intake. The background grab sample from the HSM lagoon showed a detectable level of 
Rhodamine. This is likely due to interference from oil as described under the finishing mill 
study. Only one grab sample was collected from the lagoon 24 hours after dye addition. The 
concentration in that sample was 35.5 ~g/L. This would suggest that enough dye was added to 
reach the target concentration of 50 ~g/L since the dye would be expected to degrade 
significantly over the 24 hour period. 

Dye was not detected in any of the NCCW or storm water outfalls that were sampled with the 
exception of Outfall 008. However, Outfall 008 receives the blowdown from the HSM recycle 
system on an intermittent basis and would be expected to contain the dye. 

Based on the results of the HSM recycle system evaluation and dye testing, there are no cross 
connections of process water with NCCW or storm water outfalls. 
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COMPREHENSIVE WASTEWATER SYSTEMS EV ALUATIO~ 
SUMMARY REPORT 

SECTION3 
IDENTIFY POTENTIAL OVERFLOW AND BYPASS POINTS 

During the review of the process water and wastewater systems, potential overflow or bypass 
points were identified. The operating practices and monitoring systems of these overflow points 
were reviewed to determine if the systems are adequate to prevent a discharge to the river during 
routine operation, process start-ups, process shutdowns, and periods of wet weather. 

Continuous Caster, Vacuum Degasser, and BOF Systems 

The continuous caster and vacuum degasser recycle systems were designed such that any process 
overflows from the systems would enter the interceptor pit. All of the critical units are equipped 
with level alarms to alert the operators in the event of an overflow condition. As discussed in 
Section 2, it is recommended that best management plans be implemented to ensure that the scale 
removed from the scale pit is staged properly and removed on a weekly basis to prevent runoff 
into the storm sewer. 

The BOF flight conveyors are equipped with level alarms to notify operators of a high level 
condition. The overflow lines from the flight conveyors to Outfall 011 were sealed by the 
previous owner prior to WCI ownership. If the tanks overflow, the water will enter sumps from 
which it can be pumped back into the flight conveyor tanks. If these sumps overflow there is the 
potential that the water could enter a storm water drain. However, this would result in flooding 
of the BOF teaming floor which would not go unnoticed since flooding would be a hazardous 
condition in this area. 

As discussed previously, the leaking seals on the BOF flight convey pumps enter floor drains 
connected to Outfall 011. The pump seals discharge an insignificant amount of water. However, 
it is recommended that the floor drains be diverted into the flight conveyor sumps to prevent the 
release of process water in the event that the pumps develop a significant leak. As an alternative, 
the pump seals should be replaced or pumps should be replaced with sealess pumps to prevent 
leakage. 

Wastewater Collection System for Finishing Mills and Central 
Treatment Plant 

The majority of the wastewater from the finishing mills flows by gravity to the No. 9 Pump 
Station. This pump station discharges to a bosh box from which the wastewater flows by gravity 
to the No. 5 Pond. The No. 9 Pump Station is equipped with level alarms and has adequate 
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pumping capacity for the process wastewater and storm water contributions. There is an 
emergency overflow (Outfall 606) to allow wastewater to overflow from the main 60" sewer to 
the No. 9 Pump Station into the Outfall Q07 sewer. However, a valve seals this overflow and the 
valve is locked at all times. The overflow is only in place as a safety precaution in the event that 
the pump station failed to prevent water from backing up into the mills. 

A small amount of wastewater from the entry end of the pickle line enters a pit that formerly 
discharged to Outfall 005. The overflow from this pit was permanently sealed and the 
wastewater is currently pumped to the Outfall 004 pit. The pumps are controlled by level in the 
pit and include local alarms. The Outfall 004 pit also receives wastewater from the entry end of 
the pickle lines. This pit formerly overflowed to Outfall 004 but the overflow was permanently 
sealed. The wastewater is pumped from this pit to the bosh box where it flows by gravity to the 
No. 5 pond. The pumps are controlled by level and have local alarms. 

Wastewater is pumped from the No.6 Pond to the CTP where the water flows by gravity through 
the treatment process. The No. 6 Pond pumps are controlled by level and an alarm in the Blast 
Furnace/CTP control room notifies the operators if the pumps fail or if the pond level is high. 
There is a permitted emergency overflow (Outfall 009) from the No. 6 Pond to the river in the 
event that the pumps fail. 

The CTP is manned 24-hours per day and there is low potential for an overflow situation from 
the treatment system since it was designed .JP operate by gravity. 

;,i 

J 
56" Hot Strip Mill Recycle System :J 
The process wastewater from the HSM r~cycle system is pumped from the scale pits to the 
lagoon. The scale pits are equipped with ldcal level alarms to notify operators if the pumps fail. 
The blowdown from the HSM lagoon is !controlled by level in the lagoon. Water can also 
overflow the lagoon by gravity through a' monitored discharge point if the blowdown line is 
inoperable or if the blowdown volume exceeds the capacity of the line. 
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COMPREHENSIVE WASTEWATER SYSTEMS EVALUATION: ,, 
SUMMARY REPORT _ 

SECTION 4 
COMPLIANCE ASSESSMENT WITH CURRENT NPDES PERMIT 

The data obtained during the wastewater systems evaluation indicate that WCI Steel is operating 
in compliance with the requirements of the current NPDES permit (3ID00071 *CD), The only 
concern is the discharge of process water to Outfall 011 from leaking pump seals at the BOF 
flight conveyors, The pump seal leaks should be redirected back to the flight conveyors or the 
pumps should be repaired or replaced to eliminate the leakage. 
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COMPREHENSIVE WASTEWATER SYSTEMS EVALUATIO~ 
SUMMARY REPORT 

SECTIONS 
OUTFALLS IDENTIFIED FOR INCLUSION IN VOCAMP 

Currently, Outfalls 006, 007, 008, and 013 are included in WCI Steel's Visible Oil Corrective 
Action Monitoring Plan (VOCAMP). All outfalls associated with the CWSE were observed to 
determine if visible oil is present for inclusion in the VOCAMP. Visible oil was not observed in 
the discharges from any outfalls other than the currently designated outfalls during the CWSE 
with the exceptions of Outfall 013. Visible oil has never been observed at Outfall 013. 
Therefore, it is recommended that Outfall 013 be removed from the VOCAMP. 
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COMPRENHENSIVE WASTEWATER 
SYSTEMS EVALUATION SUMMARY REPORT 

SECTION6 
CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

Based on the results of the CWSE, the following conclusions were developed: 

• The results of the dye testing for the BOF and continuous caster systems indicated 
that there was a cross connection contributing an estimated I gpm of flow to Outfall 
011. The cross connection was identified as leaking seals on the BOF flight conveyor 
pumps which enter floor drains to the Outfall 011 sewer. 

• There is a potential for runoff from the scale staging area at the caster to drain into the 
storm sewer if the scale is piled outside the staging area. 

• Dye testing of the finishing mills wastewater collection systems indicated that there 
are no cross connections of the process wastewater systems with NCCW or storm 
water outfalls. 

• The rolling solution NCCW recirculation systems in the finishing mills discharge to 
the CTP with the exception of the Tandem Mill. The rolling solution in the Tandem 
Mill is cooled through a heat exchanger that discharges NCCW to Outfall 007. This 
heat exchanger has leaked oil in the past due to a defective seal. The seal was 
repaired in the mid 1990's and has not leaked since. 

• Dye testing of the 56" Hot Strip Mill recycle system indicated that there are no cross 
connections of the process wastewater systems with NCCW or storm water outfalls. 

• The potential overflow and bypass points for the systems included in CWSE include 
the emergency overflows from the No. 9 Pump Station (Outfall 606) and the No. 6 
Pond (Outfall 009). These overflow points are required to prevent flooding of the 
mills in the event of a pump failure and are listed in WCI's NPDES Permit. There are 
alarms to notify the operators of a high level condition at these locations. 

• Visible oil was not observed at any of the outfalls associated with the CWSE that are 
not currently included in WCI steel's VOCAMP. Visible oil has never been observed 
at Outfall 013, which is included in WCI's current VOCAMP. Therefore, Outfall 013 
should be removed from VOCAMP. 
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RECOMMENDATIONS 

The following recommendations were deyeloped as a result of the CWSE: 
. ·~ 

• Implement best management plans to ensure that the scale from the caster scale pit is 
staged in the proper area and removed on a weekly basis to reduce the potential for 
runoff into the storm sewer. 

• Redirect the floor drains in the BOF flight conveyor pumps rooms to drain back into 
the flight conveyor sumps. 

• Inspect and pressure test the Tandem Mill rolling solution heat exchanger annually to 
detect any potential leaks. 
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COMPREHENSIVE WASTEWATER SYSTEMS EVALUATION 
SUMMARY REPORT ·" 

SECTION7 
IMPLEMENTATION SCHEDULE FOR 

RECOMMENDED CORRECTIVE ACTIONS 

An implementation schedule was prepared for the recommended corrective actions identified in 
theCWSE. 

CASTER SCALEST)tGlNG AJl:EA 

Implementation of a best management plan for proper staging and removal of the caster scale can 
be implemented immediately. 

BOF FLIGHT CONVEYOR DRAJNS 

Redirecting the floor drains in the flight conveyor pump rooms should require no more than three 
months to implement. The floor drains should be directed to the existing sumps adjacent to the 
flight conveyors so that any leaks will be transferred back into the flight conveyors. 

TANDEM MJLL ROLLING SQLUTJONH!EAt EXCHANGER 

The Tandem Mill rolling solution NCCW heat exchanger should be inspected and pressure tested 
annually. This will provide an early indication of any potential leaks that may develop in the 
heat exchanger. This option can be implemented immediately. 
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Microbac Laboratories, Inc. 
Pittsburgh Division 
100 "arshall Drive 
Warrendal-e PA 15086 
(724)772-0610 

P.:~ge 

AIR • FUEL • WATER • FOOD • WASTES 

CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS 

CHESTER ENGINEERS 
Mr. Keith Benson 
600 Clubhouse Drive 

Moon Twp. PA 151.08 

Date Reported 6/29/00 
Date Received 6/22/00 
Order No 9918-00845 
Invoice No 055791 
Cust 1t BC149 

1 

Sampled Date 6/20/00 
Sampled Time 00:00 

Permit No 
Gust P.O. ''REVISED'' 7/5/00 

Subject: WCI/Warren - Wastewater Samples for Analysis 

SKP TEST !ETHOO RESULT ums om 
--------

1 lMF CT#4. Collected 6/20/00@ 11:20 
Rhoda1ine In House (1.5 ug/l 

; Spray Water CT#3 Collected 6/20/00 @ 11:25 
kn.iaalne In House (1.5 ug/l 

3 Intake Collected 6/20/00 @ 11:45 
Rhodaaine · In House (1.5 ug/l 

4 Outfall ~0 Col,lected 6/20/00 @ 11:50 
Rhod01lne In House (1.5 ug/l 

5 Outfall 011 Collected 6/20/00 @ 12:00 
Rhodaaine In House (I. 5 ug/l 

6 ou.tfall 012 Collected 6/20/00 @ 11:55 
Rhoda1ine In House (1.5 ug/l 

7 #1 Flight Conveyor Collected 6/20/00 @ 12:25 
Rhodaaine In House (1.5 ug/l 

8 #2 Flight Conveyor Collected 6/20/00 @ 12:30 

Rhodaalne In House (1.5 ug/l 

9 MH #11 Collected 6/20/00 @ 14:45 
Rhodaaine In House · 1.9 ug/l 

Certificate Of Analysis Continued On Next Page 

----
Microbac 

________ , __ .._ __ ---

The data and other Information contained on this, and other accompanying documents, represent only the sampla(s) analyzed and is 

rendered upon tho oond!lion that it is not to ba reproduoad wholly or in part tor advertising or other purposes without writlen approval 

!rom lha laboratory. 

IJSDA-EPA-NIOSH Teslino Food Sanitation ConsultinQ Chemical and Microbiological Analyses and Research 
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Microbac Laboratories, Inc. 
Pittsburgh Division 
100 Marshall Drive 
Warrendale PA 15086 
(724)772-0610 

AIR • FUEL • WATER • FOOD • WASTES 
. -.,; 

CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS 

CHESTER ENGINEERS 
Mr. Keith Benson 
600 Clubhouse Drive 

Moon Twp. PA 15108 

Date Reported 6/29/00 
Date Received 6/22/00 
Order No 99\8-00845 
Invoice No 055791 
Cust ll BC149 

2 

Sampled Date 6/20/00 
Sampled Time 00:00 

Permit No 
Cust P.O. ''REVISED'' 7/5/00 

Subject: WCI/Warren - Wastewater Samples for Analysis 

SKP TEST KETHOD RESULT UNITS om TECH 

--------· 

10 LMF CTll4 Collected 6/20/00 @ 14:30 
Rhodaoine In House 2,291 ug/l 6/28/11 Ml6 

1 Spray Water CTll3 Collect'e!d 6/20/00 @ 14:35 
k ... .aoine In Ho.use 1,641 ug/l 6/28/tl Kl6 

12 lMF CTll4 Collected 6/21/00 @ 10:30 
Rhoda.ine In House 144 ug/l 6/28/11 Kl6 

13 Spray Water CTll3 Collected 6/21/00 @ 10:25 
Rhodaoine In House Ill ug/l 6/28/11 .MLG 

14 Intake Collected 6/20/00-6/21/00 
Rhodaline In House (1.5 ug/l 6/28/11 Kl6 

15 Outfall 010 Collected 6/20/00-6/21/00 @ 11:00 
Rhoduine In House (1.5 ug/l 6/28/11 Kl6 

16 Outfall 011 Collected 6/20/00-6/21/00 @ 11:10 
Rhodaoine In House I. 8 ug/l 6/28/11 Kl6 

17 Outfall 012 Collected 6/20/00-6/21/00 @ 11:20 
Rhodaline In House (1.5 ug/l 6/28/11 Kl6 

Approved By l abo ra tory D 1 recto r __ U_l_----~---"-----------------

-----
1\l!crohac 
-----

.......... ~........., 

The data and other lnformslion contained on this, and Olhfil accompanying documents, represent only the sampla{s) analyzed and is 
rendered upon lha concfll.ion that II is not to be reproduced wholly or in pan lor advertising or other purposas without written approvBI 
from the laboratory. 

USDA-EPA-NIOSH TestinQ Food Sanitation ConsultinQ Chemical and MicrobioiOQical A.nalvses and Research 



Microbac Laboratories, Inc. 
Pittsburgh Division 
100 .Marshall Drive 
Warrendale PA 15086 
(724)772-0610 

Page 

AIR • FUEL • WATER • FOOD • WASTES 

CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS 

CHESTER ENGINEERS 
Mr. Keith Benson. 
600 Clubhouse Drive 

Moon Twp. PA 15108 

Date Reported 7/28/00 
Date Received 7/13/00 
Order No 9919-00447 
Invoice No 056646 
Cust t BC149 

1 

Sampled Date 0/00/00 
Sampled Time 00:00 

Permit No 
Cust P.O. 

Subject: .WCI/Warren - Water Samples for Analysis 

m TEST KETHOO RESULT UNITS 

---------------------------------------- ------------------------- --------------- ---------------

1 Outfall 052 Collected 7/11/00 @ 9:15 
Rhodnine 1M HOUSE (1.5 ug/l 

} Outfall 003 Collected 7/11/00 @ 9:20 
ft·i,,,iaaine 1M HOUSE (1.5 ug/l 

3 Outfall 006 Collected 7/11/00 @ 9:30 
thodaelne 1M HOUSE (1.5 ug/l 

4 Outfall 053 Collected 7/11/00 @ 9:36 
Rhodaeine IM HOUSE (U ug/l 

5 Outfall 007 Collected 7/11/00 @ 9:46 
Rhodnine 1M HOUSE (1.5 ug/l 

6 Bosch Effluent Collected 7/11/00 @ 9:55 

Rhoda1ine U ROUSE 1.1 ug/l 

7 Outfall 008 Collected 7/11/00 @ 10:00 

Rhodaeine 1M HOUSE (U ug/l 

8 Outfall 016 Collected 7/11/00 @ 10:05 

Rhoda1lne U HOUSE (1.5 ug/l 

9 Outfall 056 Collected 7/11/00 @ 10:15 

Rhodui ne 1M HOUSE (1.5 ug/l 

Certificate Of Analysis Continued On Next Page 

l\licroixlC -----
The data and other lntormation contained on this, and other accompanying documents, represent only the sample(s) analyzed and is 

ran!Semd upon the condition thai ilia I'IQIIo be reproduced wholly or in part lor advertising or other purposes without written approval 

!rom the laboratory. 

om 
--------

7/28/11 

7/28/11 

7/28/11 

7/28/11 

7/28/11 

7/28/11 

7/28/11 

7/28/11 

7/28/11 

--------=--'--- --- USDA-EPA·NIOSH Testina Food San~tion Consultmg Chemical and rJiicrobiologica.l Anal)'ses and Research 
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Microbac Laboratories, Inc. 
Pittsburgh Division 
100 Marshall Drive 
Warrendale PA 15086 
(724)772-0610 

Page 

AIR • FUEL • WATER • FOOD • WASTES 

CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS 

CHESTER ENGINEERS 
Mr. Keith Benson 
600 Clubhouse Drive 

Moon Twp. PA 15108 

Date Reported 7/28/00 
Date Received 7/13/00 
Order No 9919-00447 
Invoice No 056646 
cust ll 8C149 

2 

Sampled Date 0/00/00 
Sampled Time 00:00 

Permit No 
Cust P.O. 

Subject: WCI/Warren - Water Samples for Analysis 

T£ST METHOD RESUlT OMITS DATE 
--------

10 Pipe Shop M.H. Collected 7/11/00 @ 10:20 
Rhoda1ine II HOUSE (1.5 ug/L 

005 Pit Collected 7/11/00 @ 10:35 
.. ~la1ine 1M HOUSE 3.6 ug/L 

12 Terne Line C.B. Collected 7/11/00 @ 10:45 
Rhoda1lne II HOUSE (1.5 ug/L 

13 Oil Sump Collected 7/11/00 @ 11:05 
Rhoda1lne II HOUSE 4.1 ug/L 

14 Outfall 060 Collected 7/11/00 @ 11120 
Rhoda1lne II HOUSE (1.5 ug/L 

15 Outfall 602 Collected 7/11/00 @ 11:26 
Rhoda1ine II HOUSE (1.5 ug/L 

16 OUtfall 052 Collected 7/11/00 
Rhoda1ine II HOUSE (1.5 ug/L 

17 Outfall 003 Collected 7/11/00 
Rhoda1ine II HOUSE (1.5 ug/L 

18 Outfall 006 Collected 7/11/00 
Rhoda1lne IM HOUSE (I.S ug/L 

Certificate Of Analysis Continued On Next Page 

----
~ ltl'l< lh~ll' 

Tha dala and Olher Information contained on this, and Olher ac:campanying documents, represent only tha sampla(s) analyzed and is 

rendered upon the condition that it ie not to be reproduced wholly or in part for advartis.ng or other purposes wilhout writlan approval 

from the laboratory. 

USDA-EPA-NIOSH Testing Food Sanitation Consulting Chemical and Microbiological Analyses and Research 

.7/28/U 

7/28/U 

7/28/11 
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7/28/U 

TECH 

m 

Ml6 

IL6 

ML6 

Rl& 

IL6 

KL6 

ML& 

IL6 



Microbac Laboratories, Inc. 
Pittsburgh Division 
100 M~rsh~ll Drive 
Warrendale PA 16086 
(724)772-0610 

Page 

AIR • FUEL • WATER • FOOD • WASTES 
- ·.,; 

CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS 

CHESTER ENGINEERS 
Mr. Keith Benson 
600 Clubhouse Drive 

Moon Twp. PA 16108 

Date Reported 7/28/00 
Date R~ceived 7/13/00 
Order No 9919-00447 
Invoice No 056646 
Cust I BC149 

3• 

Sampled Date 0/60/00 
Sampled Time 00:00 

Permit No 
Cust P.O. 

Subject: WCI/Warren - Water Samples for Analysis 

TEST METHOD RESULT UNITS 

--------------- ---------------

19 Outfall 053 Collected 7/11/00 
Rhodaelne IN HOUSE (U ug/L 

(t.5 ug/L 
\ OUtfall 007.Collected 7/11/00 

... .rla1lne . U HOUSE 

21 Bosch Effluent Collected 7/11/00 
Rhoda1lne II HOUSE 331 ug/L 

22 Outfall 008 Collected 7/11/00 
Rhoda1ine ·IN HOUSE (t.5 ug/L 

23 Outfall 016 Collected 7/11/00 
Rhoda1ine IN HOUSE (1.6 ug/L 

24 Outfall 056 Collected 7/11/00 
Rhoda1ine IN HOUSE (t.5 ug/L 

25 Pipe Shop M.H. Collected 7/11/00 
Rhoda1lne IM HOUSE 2,331 ug/L 

26 Outfall 060 Collected 7/11/00 
Rhodaoine IN HOUSE (U ug/L 

27 Outfall 602 Collected 7/11/00 
Rhodaolne .IN HOUSE (1.5 ug/L 

Certificate Of Analysis Continued On Next Page 

-----
1\licl oh:1c 
-----

The data and o!her Information contained on this, and other accompanying documents, represent only the sample(s) analyzed and is 

renclered upon the condition that it is not 10 be raproducad wholly or in part lor advertising or other purposes without written approval 

from the laboratory. 

DATE 
--------
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l/28/11 

1/28/tl 

1/28/tl 

........ _·-~- USDA·EPA·NIOSH Teslina Food Sanitation ConsultinQ Chemical and MicrobioiOQical Analyses and Research 
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Microbac Laboratories, Inc. 
Pittsburgh Division 
~00 M~rsh~ll Drive 
Warrendale PA 15086 
(724)772-0610 

Page 

AIR • FUEL • WATER • FOOD • WASTES 

CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS 

CHESTER ENGINEERS 
Mr. Keith Benson 
600 Clubhouse Drive 

Moon Twp. PA 15108 

Date Reported 7/28/00 
Date Received 7/13/00 
Order No 9919-00447 
Invoice No 056646 
Cust t BC149 

4 

Sampled Date 0/00/00 

Permit No 
Cust P.O. 

Subject: 

TEST 

i\liudxtc 
-----

Sampled Time 00:00 

WCI/Warren - Water Samples for Analysis 

METHOD RESULT mrs 

The data and other lnlormlllion contained on this, and other aocampanying documents. r11presen1 only tha sa.mpla(s) analyzed and Is 
111nde111d upon the conefction that it Ia not to be reproduced whollr or in part lor advanising or other purposes without written approval 
from the laboratory_. 

USOA-EPA·NIOSH Teslinn Food Sanitation Consulting Chemical and Microbiological_ Analyses and Research 

DATE TECH 



Microbac Laboratories, Inc. 
Pittsbu~gh Division 
100 Marshall Drive 
Warrendale PA 15086 
(72q) 772-0610 

Page 

AIR • FUEL • WATER • FOOD • WASTES 
. ·,; 

CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS 

CHESTER ENGINEERS 
Mr. Keith Benson 
600 Clubhouse Drive 

Moon Twp. PA 15108 

Date Reported 8/09/00 
Date Received 8/03/00 
Order No 9920-00176 
Invoice No 057005 
Cust * BC149 

1 

Sampled Date 0/00/00 
Sampled Time 00:00 

m 

Permit No 
Cust P.O. 

Subject: 5605-09/WCI - Water Samples for Analysis 

TEST METHOD RESULT UNITS om 
--------

1 016 Background Collected 8/2/00 @ 10:30 
Rhodamine IN HOUSE (1.5 ug/l 

, 056 Background Collected 8/2/00 @ 11:15 
"-··"~oine IN HOUSE (loS ug/l 

3 007 BackgroJnd Collected 8/2/00 @ 12:00 
Rhodamine IN HOUSE (1.5 ug/l 

4 008 Bac~ground Collected 8/2/00 @ 12:10 
Rhodamine IN HOUSE (1.5 ug/l 

5 006 Background Collected 8/2/00 @ i2:30 
lhodamine IN HOUSE (1.5 ug/l 

6 053 Background Collected 8/2/00 @ 12:40 
Rhodamine IN HOUSE (1.5 ug/l 

7 lagoon Background Collected 8}2/00 @ 13:05 
Rhodamine IN HOUSE U ug/l 

8 016 #1 Collected 8/2/00 @ 13:45 
Rhodamine IN HOUSE (1.5 ug/l 

9 016 #2 Collected 8/2/00 @ 15:45 
Rhodamine IN HOUSE. (1.5 ug/l 

Certificate Of Analysis Continued On Next Paqe 

----
:\liuClh.ll' 
-----

Tha data and other lnlorma1ion contained an this, and other accompanying doa.Jmsnts, RIPTIIS&nt only the sample(s) analyzed and is 

rendered upOn 11\e condition that il is not to be reproduced wholly or In part tor advertising or other purposes without written approval 
from the laboratory. 
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Microbac Laboratories, Inc. 
Pittsburgh Division 
100 Marshall Drive 
Warrendale PA 15086 
(724)772-0610 

Page 

AIR • FUEL • WATER • FOOD • WASTES 
.. ,.. 

CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS 

CHESTER ENGINEERS 
Mr. Keith Benson 
600 Clubhouse Drive 

Moon Twp. PA 15108 

Date Reported 8/09/00 
Date Received 8/03/00 
Order No 9920-00176 
Invoice No 057005 
Cust ~ BC149 

2 

Sampled Date 0/00/00 
Sampled Time 00:00 

Permit No 
Cust P.O. 

Subject: 5605~09/WCI - Water Samples for Analysis 

10 016 
Rhodaoine 

016 
-., .. ...-..t~mine 

12 016 
Rhodamine 

13 016 
Rhodaline 

14 016 
Rhodamine 

15 016 
Rhoda.ine 

16 016 
Rhoda1ine 

17 016 
Rhodamine 

18 016 
Rhodaoint 

.. 

TEST METHOD RESULT ums DATE 

--------------- --------------- --------

~3 Collected 8/2/00 @ 17:45 
IN HOUSE .(1.5 ug/l 8/18/ii 

~4 Collected 8/2/00 @ 19:45 
1M HOUSE (1.5 ug/L 8/18/10 

~5 Collected 8/2/00 @ 21:45 
IN HOUSE (1.5 ug/l 8/18/11 

H Collected 8/2/00 @ 23:45 
IM HOUSE (1.5 ug/l 8/18/ii 

H Collected 8/3/00 @ 1:45 
IN HOUSE (1.5 ug/l 8/li/11 

~8 Collected 8/3/00 @ 3:45 
IN HOUSE (1.5 ug/l 8/18/11 

~9 Collected 8/3/00 @ 5:45 
IN HOUSE (!.5 ug/l 8/18/ii 

~10 Collected 8/3/00 @ 7:45 
IN HOUSE (!.5 ug/l 8/18/iO 

~11 Collected 8/3/00 @ 9:45 
IN HOUSE (1.5 ug/l 8/08/11 

Certificate Of Analysis Contin~ed On Next Page 

The data and othar lnlormation conlainecl on this, and other 8C03mpanying documents, represent only the sample(s) analyzed and is 

rendered upon the condil:ion that il il not to be reproduced wholly or in part for advertising or other purposes wilhoul written approval 

!rom the laboratory. 
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Microbac Laboratories, Inc. 
Pittsburgh Division 
100 Marshall Drive 
Warrendale PA 15086 
(724) 772-0610 

Page 

AIR • FUEL • WATER • FOOD • WASTES 
- ·:,.~ 

CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS 

CHESTER ENGINEERS 
Mr. Keith Benson 
600 Clubhouse Drive 

Moon Twp. PA 15108 

Date Reported 8/09/00 
Date Received 8/03/00 
Order No 9920-00176 
Invoice No 057005 
Gust # BC149 

3 

Sampled Date 0/00/00 
Sampled Time 00:00 

Permit No 
Gust P.O. 

Subject: 5605-09/WCI - Water Samples for Analysis 

TEST METHOD RESULT UNITS om TECH 
--------

19 016 ll12 Collected 8/3/00 @ 11:45 
Rhodamine IN HOUSE (!.5 og/l 8/18/11 MLG 

8/18/11 MLG ' 
056 Collected 8/2/00-8/3/00 @ 13:00 

.... v~amine IM HOUSE (1.5 ug/l 

21 007 Collected 8/2/00-8/3/00 @ 13:10 
Rhoda1ine IN HOUSE (1.5. ug/l 8/18/ei Ml6 

22 008 Collected 8/2/00-8/3/00 @ 13:20 
Rhodamine . IH HOUSE !.8 ug/l 8/18/16 Ml6 

23 006 Collected 8/2/00-8/3/00 @ 13:40 
Rhodamine IN HOUSE (1.5 ug/l 8/18/98 Kl6 

24 053 Collected 8/3/00 @ 12:20 
Rhoda•ine IN HOUSE (1.5 ug/l 8/88/11. !l6 

25 Lagoon Collected 8/3/00 @ 13:35 
Rhodamine IM HOUSE 35.5 ug/l 8/!8/86 Kl6. 

()~~· 
Approved By Laboratory Director __ -='-----'----------'------

----
"!Ill oll.IC 

Tha data and other Information contained on lhls, and ·other accompanying documerits. represent only lha sampla(s) analyzed and is 
rendered upon th8 condrtion that it is not1o be reproduOild Wholly or in part lOr advertising or other pu.,asss Wllhout written approval 
from the laboratory~ ' 

MEMBER -



STEEL 
February 18, 2000 

Thomas L. Bramscher, Chief 
·water Division, Compliance Section 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
77 West Jackson Boulevard 
Chicago, IL 60604 · 

0 r.: c E 1\fC [-., 
r-'11... ,__ ' r.: ··' 

Water Ei~:crce:~~:'nf ·S: 
O::om!)liancc: .. ::,:·.-:::~!.- :~;v7 :;~:::--:­

us 

Re: Consent Decree, Civil Action No. 4:95 CV 1442- Notice of 
Response to Comments on Pond 6 and Pond 6A Work Plans 

Dear Mr. Bramscher: 

In accordance with~~ 26 and 30 of the above-referenced Consent Decree, this letter is to notifY 

U.S. EPA ofWCI Steel's response to the comments on WCI Steel's Draft Pond 6 and Pond 6A 

work plans conveyed in your letter dated December 29, 1999. The Draft work plans were 
submitted by WCI Steel on August 30, 1999 and October 28, 1999, respectively. Pursuant to~~ 

26 and 30 of the Consent Decree, WCI Steel requested an extension of the 30-day response 

period, by letter dated January 25, 2000, and was granted a three (3)week extension by your 
letter dated February 4, 2000. 

WCI Steel has reviewed the comments transmitted by U.S. EPA, and hereby agrees to modify 

the work plans to meet the modifications proposed by the Agency as discussed below. As a 

preliminary matter, WCI Steel notes that the majority of U.S. EPA's comments would require 

WCJ Steel to go beyond the terms and conditions of the water case Consent Decree (which 

requires WCI Steel to obtain the necessary permits and approvals to perform the actions set forth 

in the decree) to prepare a RCRA closure plan and seek approval from the state and/or federal 

agency officials responsible for that program. In particular, the comments state at~~ A.2 and 
B. I that the lining and removal of sludge from Pond 6, and the closure of Pond 6A, "must be 

processed through the OEPA Hazardous Waste permit and closure program" and that "the work 

plan must reflect written contact with the OEP A officials authorized to render determinations 

a,L·'.·· 

t.ji>"t'J 

under the RCRA program to ensure all the applicable permits a·. r. e·.obtained.and that the ·. \ --~-~-~ , .... 1 
applicable regulations and guidance are followed." Oc 1.y1·r , tAlJti US, (:_}Itt ("1- h;'. 

Although WCI Steel believes that this approach is not mandated by the terms of the water case..._ :1 kt Jttttl 
Consent Decree,' it wishes to avoid further confrontation with the Agency and to work in a f.XIIr;.-hJ 
cooperative manner to implement a complete and final solution for all environmental issues ~ -J 

1 raised by these wastewater treatment lagoons. To that end, in response to the comments ~ 
submitted by U.S. EPA, WCl Steel has retained Chester Engineers to prepare a written closure 

1 ln addition. the government's request for an order requiring the closure of the ponds was denied by the cou11's 

decision in United States v. WCI Steel. Inc., Case No. 4:9H-CV- IOR2 (N.D. Ohio, Oct. 22. 1999). and in the court's 

:mbscquenr ruling on the government's motion to alter or amend judgment (Dec. 10, 1999). 

WCI Steel, Inc. 

1 040 Pine Avenue, SE 

Warren; OH 44483-6528 

1330) 841-8000 



{ 
plan for Ponds 6 and 6A that is consistent with the relevant state and federal requirements for 

?t .. It such plans. In accordance with OAC § 3745-66-12(D)( I), the RCRA closure plan will be . 
/.VI'" If ,0~ submitted and the decision in United States v. WCI Steel, Inc., Case No. 4:98-CV-1082 (N.D. 
1/WJttl Ohio, Oct. 22, 1999) to Ohio EPA's Division of Solid and Hazardous Waste Management for 
--tdf review and approval. As suggested in your letter dated January 25, 2000, a courtesy copy will 

(j)Jft!C'tP'"a so be provided to Mr. Daniel Patulski in U.S. EPA Region V's Office of Waste, Pest\cides and 
t · Toxics Division, the individual overseeing the corrective action activities currently being 

conducted in connection with WCI Steel's federal Part B RCRA permit. 

Chester Engineers has estimated the time required for preparation of the RCRA closure plan to 
1 be 120 days. In connection with this effort, Chester will obtain and review the groundwater 
JU<v;'L (monitoring data being collected by Dames & Moore for the ongoing corrective action activities 
(110° , ~t WCI Steel, and utilize this data as the basis for its preliminary environmental risk analysis. 
Wlll"t 1v\ 11~-<!:> ~tJ ~ ua/!j<>f~wo-- Wr!> . 
i>MF Puwtnt to your instructions, the draft w_ork plan resubmittal will address the issues raised in~~ 

! . ~-J.,. _, , 6.a, 6.c, 6.d, and 6.e of SectiOn A, and~~ I, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10";12, 13 and 14 of 
Section B in your letter dated December 29, 1999. WCI Steel's response to~~ A.3, A.4, A.6.b 
and 8.11 is set forth below. 

Comment A.3: 

Section 1 - A RCRA Part B permit application or modification appears necessary 
for Pond 6 to continue to receive waste, OAC 3745-55-13. Please add the necessary 

~ deadlines and applications to the resubmittal. 

Ll) ~~ WCI Steel does not believe that a RCRA Part B permit application or modification will be 
('IV".;, lf"pecessary, because WCI Steel will be submitting and implementing a plan for RCRA closure of 
.;}) dj the ponds as requested in Comment A.2. WCI Steel intends to address the issue of any necessary 
r!{J,I; RCRA permit application or modifications with Ohio EPA during the closure plan review 

~ ~:.!~~~. c, 1.1\ 
Section 2- Used oil management is governed under OAC Chapter 3745-279. 3745-
279-12, "Prohibitions on used oil management. (A) Surface impoundment 
prohibition. Generally, used oil shall not be managed in surface impoundments or 
waste piles unless the units are subject to regulation under Chapters 3745-54 to 
3745~57 or 3745-65 to 3745-69 of the Administrative Code. Accordingly, WCI 
appears to be prohibited from managing used oil in the ponds. Please address this 
issue in WCI's draft work plan resubmittal. 

& Chapter 3745-279 of the Ohio Administrative code does not apply to WCI Steel's Ponds 6 and 1\;tJ 6A because WCI Steel does not manage used oil in the ponds. OAC § 3745-279-IO(F) 
\ ~ specitically exempts wastewaters contaminated with de minimis quantities of used oil from the 

~~~~'\ re~1~::~s:~~apter. h po\~~vl I .IP vcvcs. -



' . 

• 
Comment A.6.b: -

The work plljp 's reference to a single 40 mil high-density polyethylene membrane 
and 6 inches of clay bedding material would appear to fall short of State regulations 
which require that each new surface impoundment must install two or more liners 
and a leachate collection and removal system between such liners, OAC 3745-56-21, 
OAC 3745-67-21. The regulations for construction and operation of surface 
impoundments are found at OAC 3745-56-20 through 3745-56-33. 

The cited provisions governing the design and operation of surface impoundments, waste piles 
and tanks will not apply to the installation of the liner in Pond 6, since the pond will be clean 
closed prior to the installation of the liner and the cited rules (mly apply to owners of facilities 
that use surface impoundments to treat or store htardous waste. OAC § 3745-56-20(A). 

(C'I~t. '' 
Comment 8.11 

The final work plan should include copies of written verifications from the U.S. 
Army Corps of Engineers that no permits are necessary. Please address this issue in 
your resubmittal. 

Paragraph 29 of the consent decree requires that copies of WCI Steel's applications to obtain all 

relevant permits and approvals be included in the work plan. There is no mention of a 
requirement to obtain written verification for permits that are not required. 

1 certify under penalty oflaw this document and all attachments were prepared under my 
direction or supervision in accordance with a system designed to assure that qualified personnel 
properly gather and evaluate the information submitted. Based on my inquiry of the person or 
persons who managed the system, or those persons directly responsible for gathering the 
information, the information submitted, is to the best of my knowledge and belief, true, accurate, 

and complete. I am aware that there are significant penalties for submitting false information, 
including the possibility of fine, imprisonment, or both, for ·knowing violations. See, e.g., 18 
U.S.C. §1001. 

Sincerely, 

Thomas 0. Shepker 
Manager, 
Environmental Control 
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Rule 3745-66-12 
3745-66-12 Closure plan; amendment of plan. 

{A) On April 15, 1981, the owner or operator of a hazardous waste management 
facility shall have a written closure plan. Until final closure is completed 
and certified in accordance with rule 3745-66-15 of the Administrative Code, a 
copy of the most current closure plan shall be furnished to the director upon 
request, including request by mail. In addition, for facilities without 
approved plans, it shall also be provided during site inspections, on the day 
of inspection, to any officer, employee, or representative of the Ohio EPA who 
is duly designated by the director. 

(B) The plan shall identify steps necessary to perform partial and/or final 
closure of the facility at any point during its active life. The closure plan 
shall include, at least: 

(1) A description of how each hazardous waste management unit at the facility 
will be closed in accordance with rule 3745-66-11 of the Administrative Code; 

(2) A description of how final closure of the facility will be conducted in 
accordance with rule 3745-66-11 of the Administrative Code. The description 
shall identify the maximum extent of the operation which will be unclosed 
during the active life of the facility; 

' (3) An estimate of the maximum inventory of hazardous wastes ever on-site 
over the active life of the facility and a detailed description of the methods 
to be used during partial and final closure, including, but not limited to, 
methods for removing, transporting, treating, storing or disposing of all 
hazardous waste, identification of and the type(s) of off-site hazardous waste 
management unit(s) to be used, if applicable; 

(4) A detailed description of the steps needed to remove or decontaminate all 
hazardous waste residues and contaminated containment system components, 
equipment, structures, and soils during partial and final closure including, 
but not limited to, procedures for cleaning equipment and removing 
contaminated soils, methods for sampling and testing surrounding soils, and 



criteria for determining the extent of decontamination necessary to satisfy 
the closure performance standard; 

(5) A detailed description of other activities necessary during the partial 
and final closure period to ensure that all partial closures and final closure 
satisfy the closure performance standards, including, but not limited to, 
ground water'monitoring, leachate collection, and run-on and run-off control; 

(6) A schedule for closure of each hazardous waste management unit and for 
final closure of the facilitY. The schedule shall include, at a minimum, the 
total time required to close each hazardous waste management unit and the time 
required for intervening closure activities which will allow tracking of the 
progress of partial and final closure (for example, in the case of a landfill 
unit, estimates of the time required to treat or dispose of all hazardous 
waste inventory and of the time required to place a final cover shall be 
included) ; and 

(7) An estimate of the expected year of final closure for facilities that use 
trust funds to demonstrate financial assurance under rule 3745-66-43 or 3745-
66-45 of the Administrative Code and whose remaining operating life is less 
than twenty years, and for facilities without approved closure plans. 

(C) The owner or operator may amend the closure plan at any time prior to the 
notification of partial or -final closure of the facility. An owner .or operator 
with an approved closure plan shall submit a written request to the director 
to authorize a change to the approved closure plan. The written request shall 
include a copy of the amended closure plan for approval by the director. 

(l) The owner or operator shall amend the closure plan whenever: 

(a) Changes in operating plans .or facility design affect the closure plan; or 

~b) There is a change in the expected year of closure, if applicable; or 



to the date on which he expects to begin closure of a surface impoundment, 
waste pile, landfill, or land treatment unit, or final closure of a facility 
involving such a unit. Owners and operators with approved closure plans shall 
notify the director in writing at least forty-five days prior to the date on 
which he expects to begin final closure of a facility with only tanks, 
container storage, or incinerator units. 

(2) The date when he "expects to begin closure,. shall be either: 

(a) Within thirty days after the date on which any hazardous waste management 
unit receives the known final volume of hazardous wastes or, if there is a 
reasonable possibility that the hazardous waste management unit will receive 
additional hazardous wastes, no later than one year after the date on which 
the unit received the most recent volume of hazardous waste. If the owner or 
operator of a hazardous waste management unit can demonstrate to the director 
that the hazardous waste management unit or facility has the capacity to 
receive additional hazardous wast.es and he has taken, and will continue to 
take, all steps to prevent threats to human health and the environment, 
including compliance with all interim status requirements, the director may 
approve an extension to this one-year limit; or 

(b) For units meeting the requirements of paragraph (D) of rule 3745-66-13 of 
the Administrative Code, no later than thirty days after the date on which the 
hazardous waste management unit receives the known final volume of 
nonhazardous wastes, or if there is a reasonable possibility that the 
hazardous waste management unit will receive additional nonhazardous wastes, 
no later than one year after the date on which the unit received the most 
recent volume of nonhazardous waste. If the owner or operator can demonstrate 
to the director that the hazardous waste management unit has the capacity to 
receive additional nonhazardous wastes and he has taken, and will continue to 
take, all steps to prevent threats to human health and· the environment, 
including compliance with all interim facility standards requirements, the 
director may approve an extension to this one-year limit. 

(3) The owner or operator shall submit his closure plan to the director no 
later than fifteen days after: 

(a) Termination of interim status except when a permit is issued 
simultaneously with termination of interim status; or 



{c) In conducting partial or final closure activities, unexpected events 
require a modification of the closure plan. 

(2) The owner or operator shall amend the closure plan at least sixty days 
prior to the proposed change in facility design or operation, or no- later than 
sixty days after an unexpected event has occurred which has affected the 
closure plan. If an unexpected event occurs during the partial or final 
closure period, the owner or operator shall amend the closure plan no later 
than thirty days after the unexpected event. These provisions also apply to 
owners or operators of surface impoundments and waste piles who intended to 
remove all hazardous wastes at closure, but are required to close as landfills 
in accordance with rule 3745-68-10 of the Administrative Code. 

{3) An owner or operator with an approved closure plan shall submit the 
modified plan to the .director at least sixty days prior to the proposed change 
in facility design or operation, or no more than sixty days after an 
unexpected event has occurred which has affected the closure plan. If an 
unexpected event has occurred during the partial or final closure period, the 
owner or operator shall submit the modified plan no more than thirty days 
after the unexpected event. These provisions also apply to owners or operators 
of surface impoundments and waste piles who intended to remove all hazardous 
wastes at closure but are required to close as landfills in accordance with 
rule 3745-68-10 of the Administrative Code. If the amendment to the plan is a 
modification according to the criteria -in rules 3745-50-51 and 3745-50-52 of 
the Administrative Code, the modification to the plan will be approved 
according to the procedures in paragraph (D) (4) of this rule. 

{4) The director may request modifications to the plan under the conditions 
described in paragraph (C) (l) of this rule. An owner or operator with an 
approved closure plan shall submit the modified plan within sixty days of the 
request from the director, or within thirty days if the unexpected event 
occurs during partial or final closure. If the amendment is considered a 
modification according to the criteria in rules 3745-50-5_1 and 3745-50-52 of 
the Administrative Code, the modification to the plan will be approved in 
accordance with the procedures in paragraph (D) (4) of this rule. 

(D) (l) The owner or operator shall submit the closure plan to the director at 
least one hundred eighty days prior to the date on which he expects to begin 
closure of any surface impoundment, waste pile, land treatment, or landfill 
unit. The owner or operator shall submit the closure plan to the director at 
least forty-five days prior to the date on which he expects to begin closure 
of any non land disposal unit at a facility. Owners or operators with approved 
closure plans shall notify the director in- writing at least sixty days prior 
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

REGIONS 
77 WEST JACKSON BOULEVARD 

CHICAGO, IL 60604-3590 

CERTIFIED MAIL P 606 820 036 
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED 

Mr. Thomas 0. Shepker 
Manager, Environmental Control 
WCI Steel, Inc. 
I 040 Pine A venue, SE 
Warren, Ohio 44483-6528 

Subject: Draft Work Plan for Pond 6A 
Draft Work Plan for Pond 6 
Civil Action No. 4:95 CV 1442 

Dear Mr. Shepker: 

REPL YTOTHE ATTENTION OF: WC-151 

Thank you for submitting the above-captioned draft work plans to the Water Division, 
Compliance Section. This letter provides U.S. EPA's comments on the draft work plan entitled 
"Removing sludge and Lining No. 6 Pond (submitted by WCI on August 30, 1999), and the one­
half page draft work plan entitled "Closure of No. 6a Pond, (submitted by WCI on October 28, 
!999), In general, the draft work plans contain brief and generic information, whereas more 
detailed work plans must be submitted. 

Under Paragraph 25 and 29 of the Consent Decree, WCI is required to submit draft work plans 
that include copies ofWCI's applications to obtain all relevant local, State and Army Corps of 
Engineers permits and approvals, and to obtain an approved PTI, if required from Ohio EPA 
(OEPA) that conforms to OEPA' s requirements and specifications. It is the general expectation 
that the work plans must contain a fair amount of detail in order for U.S. EPA to: a) enforce 
under the terms of the consent decree, b) thoroughly review and comment; and, c) assure that all 
relevant approvals have been solicited and obtained .. WCI's proposed work plans would be 
difficult to enforce. Also, the proposed work plans make it difficult for the agency to provide 
specific comments or to ascertain that all relevant State, local and Army Corps of pngineers 
permits and approvals were solicited and obtained. 

As you know, Ponds 5, 6 and 6A have historically received hazardous waste, and have not been 
closed pursuant to the requirements of the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA). 
Further, WCI has not submitted these proposed work plans for review and approval under RCRA 
statutory and regulatory requirements. Accordingly, the following comments do not constitute 
reviews or approvals required by RCRA statutory and regulatory requirements, and WCI remains 
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responsible for complying with RCRA statutory and regulatory requirements, and for making all 
submissions as required by RCRA in the form and to the offices specified. If you have any 
questions concerning the application of the RCRA requirements to your planned activities at the 
ponds, please contact Michael Beedle, in Region 5's Office of Waste, Pesticides and Toxics 
Division. He can be reached at (312) 353-7922. 

Given the above constraints on our ability to thoroughly review and comment on WCI's 
submittals, U.S. EPA provides the following comments. 

A. Comments on No. 6 Pond Lining Project and Pond Closure Draft Work Plan 

1. General - In previous years, WCI provided closure plans for Ponds 5 and 6 to OEPA, 
Division of Surface Water, and the draft work plan does not address the potential overlap 
and/or inconsistencies of work proposed under the different work plans, particularly as 
those plans relate to sludge handling and sampling. Please address this issue in your 
resubmittal. 

2. General -In addition to the normal procedure of applying for a Permit-to-Install (PTI), it 
appears from the brief descriptions of characteristics provided, that the lining and removal 
of sludge from Pond 6 must be processed through the OEPA Hazardous Waste permit and 
closure program as well as the OEPA, Division of Surface Water, and in accordance with 
all applicable guidance. As such, the work plan must reflect written contact with the 
OEP A officials authorized to render determinations under the RCRA program to ensure 
all the applicable permits are obtained and that the applicable regulations and guidance 
are followed. Please address this issue in your resubmittal. 

3. Section I - A RCRA Part B permit application or modification appears necessary for 
Pond 6 to continue to receive waste, OAC 3745-66-13, OAC 3745-55-13. Please add the 
necessary deadlines and applications to the resubmittal. 

4. Section 2- Used oil management is governed under OAC Chapter 3745-279. 3745-279-
12 , "Prohibitions on used oil management. (A) Surface impoundment prohibition. 
Generally, used oil shall not be managed in surface impoundments or waste piles unless 
the units are subject to regulation under Chapters 3745-54 to 3745-57 or 3745-65 to 
3745-69 of the Administrative Code. Accordingly, WCI appears to be prohibited from 
managing used oil in the ponds. Please address this issue in WCI' s draft work plan 
resubmittal. 

5. Section 3 and 4- Consistent with Ohio codes, a detailed list of hazardous wastes treated, 
stored or disposed of in Pond 6 is required. The list must identifY all hazardous 
constituents listed in the Appendix to OAC Rule 3745-51-11 associated with the waste 
managed in the pond. Sampling for the hazardous constituents will be necessary to ensure 
proper identification. The waste and contaminated material must be tested for Land 
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Disposal Restrictions including Universal Treatment Standards to ensure compliance. An 
estimation of the maximum inventory of waste ever on site at one time in storage or 
treatment over the active life of the facility is required by OAC 3745-55-12, OAC 3745-
66-12. OAC 3745-56-28, OAC 3745-67-28, must be applied to any removal and/or 
decontamination of material, equipment, waste, waste residues, etc. Please address these 
issues in your resubmittal 

6. Section 5 - the following comments all pertain to Section 5 of the draft work plan and 
must be addressed in your resubmittal. 

a. WCI' s work plan should include detailed plans, and specifications plus all other 
information that will be included in its application for a PTI and an Ohio 
Hazardous Waste Permit and Closure Program permit. 

b. The work plan's reference to a single 40 mil high-density polyethylene membrane 
and 6 inches of clay bedding material would appear to fall short of State 
regulations which require that each new surface impoundment must install two or 
more liners and a leachate collection and removal system between such liners, 
OAC 3745-56-21, OAC 3745-67-21. The regulations for construction and 
operation of surface impoundments are found at OAC 3745-56-20 through 3745-
56-33. 

c. The work plan provides no information on how WCI intends to ensure that there 
will be no overflows for the period of time the 6 pond will be out of service 
during the construction. It is recommended that WCI install tanks equal to the 
capacity of the 6 pond to provide overflow protection. 

d. There is no indication of health or safety plan. 

e. There is no specific indication who will be doing the work. 

B. Comments on No. 6a Pond Closure Draft Work Plan 

1. The closure of Pond 6a must be processed by the OEP A Hazardous Waste closure 
program and in accordance with all applicable guidance. The work plan must reflect 
written contact with OEPA RCRA program officials authorized to determiue that all the 
applicable permits are obtained and that the applicable regulations and guidance are 
followed. (first bullet). Please address this area in your resubmittal. 

2. The closure must proceed within the time frames specified by Ohio Administrative Code 
(OAC) 3745-55-12 and 3745-55-13, OAC 3745-66-12 and 3745-66-13. (second bullet). 
Please address this issue in your resubmittal. 
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3, Pond waste and contaminated material must be tested for Land Disposal Restrictions 
including Universal Treatment Standards to ensure compliance with RCRA standards. 
Sampling for the hazardous constituents will be necessary to ensure proper identification. 
A detailed list of hazardous wastes treated stored or disposed in the Pond 6a is required. 
The list must identifY all hazardous constituents in the Appendix to OAC Rule 3745-51-
11 that were managed in the pond. An estimation of the maximum inventory of waste 
ever on site at one time in storage or treatment over the active life of the facility is 
required by OAC 3745-55-12, OAC 3745-66-12. (third bullet). Please address this issue 
in your resubmittal. 

4. Contaminated pond material must be determined by sampling and analysis, not by visual 
determination solely. OAC 3745-56-28, OAC 3745-67-28, must be applied to any 
removal and/or decontamination of material, equipment, waste residues, etc. (fourth 
bullet). Please address this issue in your resubmittal. 

5. A contingent plan must be developed in case not all contaminated subsoils can be 
practicably removed at closure, OAC 3745-56-28, OAC 3745-67-28. The contingent plan 
must include an engineered cap and related controls. A post-closure plan must be 
developed under OAC 3745-55-18, OAC 3745-66-18. (fifth bullet). Please address this 
issue in your resubmittal. 

6. Certification of closure must meet the requirements ofOAC 3745-55-15, OAC 3745-66-
15. (seventh bullet). Please address this issue in your resubmittal. 

7. Closure of Pond 6 must include a written, detailed cost estimate and fmancial assurance 
as required by 3745-55-40 through 3745-55-51, OAC 3745-66-40 through 3745-66-51. 
Please address this issue in your resubmittal. 

8. Groundwater monitoring that satisfies OAC 3745-54-90 through 3745-55-02 must be 
installed at Pond 6a. Please address this issue in your resubmittal. 

9. Pursuant to OAC 3745-55-12, OAC 3745-66-12, the closure plan content must ensure the 
closure performance standard (OAC 3745-55-11, OAC 3745-66-11) is satisfied including 
groundwater monitoring, leachate collection and run-on/run-off control. Please address 
these issues in your resubmittal. 

10. The relocation of Outfall 009 to pond No.6 will require the prior approval of the OEPA. 
Please address this issue in your resubmittal. 

II. The final work plan should include copies of written verifications from the U. S. Army 
Corps of Engineers that no permits are necessary. Please address this issue in your 
resubmittal. 
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12. There is no indication of health or safety plan. Please address this issue in your 
resubmittal. 

13. There is no specific indication as to who will be doing the work. Please address this issue 
in your resubmittal. 

14. The draft work plan for Pond 6A was submitted without the certification required by 
Section XVII, Certification, ofthe Consent Decree. Please remedy this in your 
resubmittal. 

I look forward to receiving your revised work plans. If you have any questions concerning the 
comments,. please contact Mr. Ihsan Eler, of my staff at (312) 886-6249. 

Sincerely yours, 

~~ 
JZ.. Thomas L. Bramscher, Chief r-v Enforcement Section 1 

cc: Joseph Boyle, Chief, RCRA Compliance 
Pamela Allen, OEPA 
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OHIO 

EASTERN DIVISION 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 

PlllintiJJ', 

v. 

WCI STEEL, INC., 

Defendant. 

) CASE NO. 4:98-CV-1082 
) 
) 
) 

) Judge Ja~nes S. Gwin 
) 
) 
) ORDER 
) 

li!i002 

On November 6, 1999, PlaintiffUilitedSta.tes moved the Court to amend or alter 

its judgment entered in the above-captioned ca.ee on October 22, 1999. [Doc. 71]. With 

this motion, the ple.Wtiff says the CoQI't erred in failing to gx-ant injunctive relief as a 

remedy for Defendant WCI Steel, Inc.'s ("WCI Steel") violations of the Resource 

Conservation and Recoveey Act ("RCRA"), The plaintiff asks the Court to a111.end ita 

judgment to grant an injunction requiring the defendant to comply with RCRA's 

requireD'lente, In the alternative, the plainti1f requests that the Court alter its 

judgxnent to "make clea.r" that the defendant is "not excu11ed from future compliance 

with applicable requirements ol'RCRA." 
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Case No. 4:98·CV·l082 
Gwin, J. 

laJ 003 

NO. 0078 P. 3 

The Court finds no legal error in its refu.sal to grant injunctive relief. k an 
equitable remedy, an injunction "is not a remedy which issues 11.s a matter of course." 

Weinberger u. Ramero-&rcela, 456 U.S. 306, 311 (1982). In determining whether to 

issue an iJ:Ijunction, the Court "is not mechanically obligated to grant an injunction for 

eveey violation oflaw." Iri at 313. Rt!ther, in the context of a RCRA violation, an 

injunction should issue only if the violation endangers public health. See United Stcte8 

u. &thlehm. Steel Corp., 38 F.3d 862,868 (7th Cir.l994); Enuironm.en.talDe{en.seFund, 

Im:. u. Lamphier, 714 F.2d 331, 337-338 (4th Cu. 1983). 

In this case, the Co\U't determined tha.t the defendant's RCRA violation-a did not 
pose an imminent threa.t to public health or the envi.wnment. Accordingly, the Court 
did not grant the plaintiffs request for iDjunctive relief. 

Contrary to the plaintiff's suggestion, the Courl's judgJnent · in no W11.y 

countenances the defendant's future noncompliance with RCRA. In imposing a 
$1,000,000 oivil pen..lty, the Coul't penalized the defendant for its past failure to 

comply with RCRA, and 11ought to deter the defendant fro~ fl.l.ture noncompliance. The 
Col.U"t finds no compelling :eason to amend its judgment to .state the obvioua, namely 
that the defendant has no license to violate RCRA. 

FOl' the reason~> discussed above. the Court denies Plaintiff United States's 

motion to amend or alter judgment. 

-2-
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IT IS SO ORDERED. 

Date: December 7, 1999 

-3-

NO. 0078 P. 4 

Han. James S. Gwin 
U.S. DistJ:ict Court 

Ia! 004 
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
.tOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF omo 

EASTERN DMSION 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA. ) 
} 
) 

CASE NO. 4~98-CV-1082 

Pla.i.ntift, · 

"· 
) / 
) Judge James S. Gwin 
) 

WCl STEEL, lNC .• ) 
) 
) 

) 
) 
) 

FINDINGS OF FACT AND 
CONCLUStONS OF LAW 

In this action, the Plaiiltili Umted Statenllll~gea that three wastewater ponds 
I 

at Defendant WCI Ste!!l's Wuren. Ohio stBf!lm~ facility {Ponde 5, 6, u.nd GA.) ~~.rc. \ 

ha:mrdoul! waste Wlitl!l. and u Bllch are 11ubjecf to regulation under the RaBotUCe 

Conservation and Recovl!ry Act C'RCRA"), 42 U.S.C. § G901 el sert. As gtounds for this 

allegation, the United. States claime that Ponds 5, 6, and 6A onte contained. 

watrtawal:l!r havi:lg a pH!! of 2.0 l!ltlll1dard unit11 ("s.u.'1 or lower, and thu!! had. a 

!! Th~ ""tASUJO! or pH prcllridC!a till eKtiauate of the ac:lo!k llJI!Ilt (bydtoRen io'l) and. the< basi<: agent 

(hythMid· ian). 

1 

S33/roa-wa,, wd!z:go ee-sz-loo 



Ca.ee No. 4:98-CV-1082 
Gw.hl., J. 

Plaintifi'Utlit.&d Statile filed t.hia aetiono11.May 11, 1998. To establish WCI's use 

of cotrosi'lt! substance~. the United Sbltes prinelpall,y mlies upon samplirl.g it did in 

May and June 1993 and Upon data supplied by WCI itteatly 1994. 

Th!! parties hav:iug waived a jut)', this matter went to trial before this Court. 

Mer obl!t!l"'jng the demeanor af the wittte!lsea and coliSidering the parties' eVidence 
i 

and argW:a.ents, the Court makes the fttllow:lngftndittgs of fact and condusionR oflaw. 

I. FINDINGS OF FACT 

A. Hi&tc!ry of wet Steel 

The Defendant WCI Steel, Inc. (''WCl") ia B.ll. Ohio cotporatian with its principal 

place ofbuaine£8 a.t 1040 Pine Avenue, Warren, Ohio. if At this facility. Defendlll1t WCI 

operates the last remaining integrated ste!!l. mill in the Mahoning River Valley. 

!'Tile Ubitl!d StatM' oamplaUit allap1. in part: 

24- One 11r IUDl'£ af the ollri'u. impau.ndmont. at tluo foldlity. illclll.dizlg Pond.! 6. 6 and 
GA, ha"" Cl011taimod •aabwaten whkh uldblted. a plt of I ar 111M duriJ~g the liiii.R ""ri"d 
mL.vaa! 1<1 tlda Complaint. · 

25. WB8t4!Watera flcswillgiDto, QjDtainedin,ar n-U.r;outafPonds5, 6 and. 8A have 
exhibited the cbual:tl!rllrtlc of mnuamtr RDdlltt! a ~ ,.ute twithill tho 111eamnc 
of 40 C.F.lt.I281.JO and I!G1.2B. 

26. l'Ollda 5. 6 and tA at the facility..., bautd..11.1 Wallte 21Wl1.1!GIIle11t 'llllit.IAK defined 
by 40 C.F.ll. f 3110.10, ud O.A.C. f 814'f.50-11lr.AX49) and ue a!lbjao:t t.a tetulati...,"" 
ba:wda.a •asbi manacmeat lUll!& 111b.iec~ t:a the •ravieiolts a£ltCHA and the OA.C. 

ColllplaUJ.t. ,, 24-28. 

~ A11 at: tho United S!.at.e~· clalmot tda!o to Wcta W~~tt~~n !a.:ility. 

<r.t,,., co:-r-' ... ..., ...... 

' 
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WCl Wnren facility manufactures hot totled,atrlp stc!el. piclr:lacl. and. oiled. hot 

rolled ateel &trip, 1:0ld ro!kcl. stl!el, II.Dd coatl!d Jat ateel products. Employing 

&pproximatel,y 2,200 etnplll)'@ee, WCI is the latgestl steel em.ployer in the Mahoning 

Valley. 

Stl!el ptoduetion b&gan at the Warrt!n facility m l91:il. Seg:i:nning ill the 1!l90s. 

Republli: Steel Corporation owned the facility. In isa4. Lpttblic Steel Cor11oration 

merged with J&:L Stl:!el Corpantion to form. t.TV sll Company. In 1988, LTV Steel 

Company went into benkr\1ptey. With little pot~ntiltl to operate p~:t~fitably. th" 

b!mhuptey trustee dl!cided to ~~ell the Warren ~cility to Defendant WCI for an 

insignificant price t!Oittpared with the facility's pbysiw assets:!! 

In August 1988, D11£endaDt WCJ p11rtha!l11d ~e W artsn facility during a time 

of major d.eclli:te in Ututed Stated integtatecl. steehn~ procluction.li' By se.ving the 

facility from shutdown, WCl greatly benefitted iJ wotkers and the WB.rr!!n, Ohio. 
I 

cgm.muttity. 

Mt.srpurcltasine the Watten!acility, Defettdant Wet made 1ttajor inveati:Dents 
I 

in -production l!quitst~~.l!llt and facilities. WCI spent mon> than $300 million on eapita.l 

i1nprovem11nts. These capitAl expenditutes al1111 :reduced the amounts of pollution_ 

!! On A11SUBt a 1. 19118. Waneb c,.....,lidat..ll. lt>dilltrilll,lnc:.. e.cquh:td. the facility fl:<lm L 1'V Steel 
ColbpaD,Y. In D-.ta.ber 1911, Warten Cansollobt..d lnd1111~. Inc. eh..,£l!d it. tmp<>rat.. l:liUIIB toWCl 

St..el,l~>.e. 

'l! Produ.t had Gedlned. by lltllr\1 &II% m 11 d~W~d.e. The year WCl :Putchaoed. the Waa@lt flocility 
mnked the oe<ll!llth tuiiAI!CQtiVI! f"At ofllllla &It th..~ot..e1 industtv. 
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B. Wastewater Syatem 

At its Wanett Ohio, facility, WCl has a l!l.tsteb for the coll~~etion and treatment 

of wastewater generated in it& steel production. +n WCI at.l!el facility first collects 

wastewater ftom maaufllctur:ing llftiU. This waatewater is then distri"butRd to Pond 
I 

5 through a system af underground II!We~ pumpa, and pipes. 
I 

Aftet lll!ttling and oil separationptoeeasaa ta.ke platO in Pond 5, WCI conveys the 

I 
waeto'llrater to Pond B. From. Pond 6, WCI pumps th9 waatewater across the Mahonmg 

River to a 1:11ntral heatm.ont plant. 

lt1 l98G, LTV installed Pond 6A to intercept and ooliect l!f!l!page from Pond 6 
I 

' 

befure it Na.:hed thu Mahoning River. The SBBp&ge c:ollectl!d in Pond SA is pumped 

back into Pond 6. 

Wei l!rim.ari.lt inte11ds the pond system to equalize now to the central treatment 
' 

plant, to give atorm 1111tJn. surge protemou. ami to allO'If the skimming of a &ublltantial 

portion ot oil ftam the wutewater. Taken togetht, the ueal extent of the Ponds is 

slightly tlllll'e tha11 one acre. 1 

This •aBtewllter treatment eyatattt was COillltruetec:l beforu WCI purchased the 

Warren facility in 1988. Ponds 6 and G have been in u11e at thu Defendant's facility 

since bl!mre 1950. Pond GA was added. ill 198G. Ponds 5, 6, and. 6A have been in 

~:c~ntinuout uce to tha 1!\lttl!ttt date. 

Ponda 5, 61 and. 6A lllt! Sllch \lt1lined earlb.en wrf"ace izlJaundm.entJ;.~ At 

~tO C.ll".ll.l211il.10. deiiuee a "1urfllt11 iJiaslalll!.<lm.ect" u: 
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relevant times, the!ie stttface impoUndments were not equip)H!d. with impenneable 

lilm:ts. 

Spent piclde liqunr is listed by U.S. EPA as a turrosive an.d toxic huardolll! 

wute undet BCRA tegulatiolla at 40 C.F.R. § 261.32. HDwever, if the acid was 

lll'Uttalized by the addition of lime, tbl!tt the pickle liqUDt' •ould be esempt ftom 

RCBA's haaa:rdou.s waste rerulatioM undu the iron and 11teel indUJ!try exemptiou in 

40 C.:F.R. i 261.3{c)(2)(ii)(A).!' 

By its llature. the ateellJ:uluetry often Ul!ea conoaive materials. WCI ugea spent 

hydrochloric pickling acids, acidic rinee waters, and acidic fu.me =bber wastewat .. rs. 

Octa.eion.ally, WCI would inadvettently relea!le quantitie!! of these substances. When 

such spilla occurred, they more often ocev.rred nur the piclders than aDYWhere else. 

Th .. pitklers provided ~~eeonda:ry eontainment (or the atid tubs. designed to retain acid 

leaks of spills. WCt experienced leakB from the acid tubl Dtl liD infreq_uent buis, 

Wh .. n touch laaka OttU.rred, wet sought tD isolate and neutrali:t.e the spilled acid, or 

a Cacil!ty or parl of o. llu:ili.ty •rur:h io a natur•l l:opollfl'lllW: d~preallian. mo.n-~naole 
ezc:avat:ilm.. "''c1ikml areo. rorm:;:rllllllriiJ Ill' eatthl!n mati!riAIB (althDill!h it lllll:J be tined 
with maMttlldemat.eriw~)."' · ill dl!sigttbd to hold •n aa:wllu1at:iosn a!llq_lll.cl wasti!• of' 
waatee <DIItaJninl! free JiltUids, and wJW:h is flat 11.11 lnjec:ti.D!I well. !zalnpt .. llf a1Uface 
illll!Dundmet!tl! llr<! haldl!.r, atarap . .ettlmg. and llllrl.tion pita, pon~ and IAI!IID!1A-

1' 4.0 CP'll.l 261.9(c)(Z)(Ii) pfbVid!!e, itt. pad: 

(U) The fDllawlile8dlid •a•U.• ate 110t luiJardO\lll evo:lt ttu.ujh they Attr P-•tel!. ftalll. tlu! 
tztlatm.ent, atal-lil"o 001: olilpaoalafa bt.zalt!lllll !l-aAte,IUIJ.~B& thO!)' e~thibit Dill! arlll.at-e a[ tho 

char.lloteriet.kll llfh.aurd.CIU9 wa..t.e: 

(A) WR.Bte p;dr.tc Jiqubl' alw!!" pneraled by U...e atabili:&~~lio.a eof opont ~idde liquDl' !ram. 

the itali ani!. a~ll.nl!U&tt; (SIC Caciu 891 altll 882). 
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"pickle liquor: 

Bl!!ure 1998, wet used ll procedlltl! of manually adding lime to th!! wutewateH 

When the waat.ewater 1>ltfell to hetwee:rt 8 lll:ld. 4 B. \l, a& Jlll!llGW"ad by the influent probe 

at the central treatment plant. Under this procedure, employees Wl'luld add a cl!rlaitt 
I 

numhttr of 50-paund baga of lime lio the walltewater. As to thla decil!ian, 
I 

Enviro.nm•ntal E~nmrr Richard. Gracliahar usually d11cided how many bags to add 
I 

bas11d upon the pH ofthe wute.ater. Howeve1', WCI did not tanduet any teating to 

learn whether the lime succeeded in neutHliring the acid. 

In the eatly 1990a, WCt eonsidc!red replacing Ponds 6. G. and 6A with a aacottd­

hand four million gallon abave-ground tank. WCI obtained a p!!l'mit from the EPA to 

install th11 tank. After obtaining this permit, WCI diecovered that the tank was no . i 
longer in 11t1ahla condition. Defendant WCI therefore clid not c:omplete thl! project. 

I 
C. Hi.stttty of Ettvirortm1111tal Review 

I 
With thie action, tho Plaintiff Uttitt!d State11 alleps that WCI was subject to 

I 

RCRA heca.UM it dealt with h!Uilrdoua aubatancea without a permit. Defendant WCt 

dtii!S not ha1te a pl!tmit issued purauant to 42 U.S.C. §§ G925 and 6926 to mat111ge, 

treat. o~ store ha.&ard.oua 'lllastRR in Ponde 6, 6, and GA. Nor dtll!a WCI qua.lny for 

mterim. stattlll under§ 6925, whkh would tetts.porarily exempt WCI f:roUI. tho permit 

I! lll order ta ltU3~ Cor aueh hltnrilll atatua. 8 f.aeility hacllo clemllbllt.l'Oitll tbdl: 1) it "'"" in 
@ltiAtence oa N.,.,.m.&er lB. 11180; 2) it hAd. Clllllljllied orilh l!ec:lillli 8DlO(o) l>f ti.CRA t:alllmtline: ntotlficllti011 
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Shortly aft-.u pu.rchasing the WCt facility in 1988, Deii1nd.ant WCI applied to~ 

a NatioD.II.l Pollutllftt Di.llehlnp Bllmination Sy8tetn l'ettnit. Afte~ approving this 

apSJlication, the Ohio EPA llllowed WClto use Ponds 5, 6, attd GA as stdimentation 

units under the Clean Water Act. HoweYl!r, the 11ermit did not autlmri;~e Wet to tr~>at, 

sl:tlte. ot dispose of ha:uttdo!lil WIISte& in Ponds 5, li, or GA. 

Defendant WCI nt!:tt applied lor and teceiftd 11.11. EPA Part B permit, 

authorizing the storage ofepent pidde littuor pl'tJt:e!!RI!d through tanks. The EPA Part 

B permit tectuired WCI to l!lllDilge hazudoua waate ot!ly according to the permit's 

provisions. The Put B permit fOrbade IdlY management of hatardo!lil wasb! not 
. I 

11uthoriud by the permit or otherwise ~~~mpted b, law. In particular, the Part B 

pert11it did not authori~ Wt!I tn treat, utore or dispose of apent pickle liquor or 

conosive chua.:teristic: waste& in Ptn!.ds 5, 6, ot 6A. 

As pnt ofita Part B permit, Dt;f!!ndut WCI iJ:Ir:~tlllll!d groundv.rater monitoring 
' ' I 

wells near Ponds 5, 6, lll'ld GA in Apri11SS8. The 1teaUlts fto111 these 'Pells do not 

indkate that the Ponds adversely al!@d the fll'Outtdwat..r. 
. I 

Withill Ohio, thll Ohio EPA adtniniAteta the RCRA hazardoUI! wll.!lte 

·management program all the U.S. EPA's 1ielegee ~nder a11thorization by the U.S. 

EP Air As the tT.S. li!PA'I authorized delegee, the Ohio EPA had authority to inBpect 

al"loaurd.ouo ,. ... te adivib'; awl 8) it had matla SUI. at~Piieatiol!.f"ar a petlllit. ~au 8005{e) aU\ClV... 42 
U.S.C. I 119i!l(e). itel"t'. WCl llti!Mr J>raYided 11otic:e ol ita !.aMI"IIoue waate ao:tivity not made '" 
ApPiicatia:ll fOr :11. permit. 

r Oo June ao. 1989, tlte Olda EI'A wu p-mt.d fiaalautlwizllti011 ta aollftlJUstu anchnfor,., the 
RCRA lJtDgr&lll as the U.S. I!:I>A'uuthlltb.ed. dftlell"'! purauallt to s..:tlan 8001lcd' R.C:HA. 
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WCI 's facility and tn decide whether WCI met the atandatd11 of RCRA and a.nalo~us 

Ohio la.w. 

Sin~:~~ 1981. the. Ohio EPA has cottduc:l:ed at ll'lut twelve ba:r.~~tdous waste 

compliance inapettiattsllltbe facility. In cottdudingthe&l! iluapections, the Ohio EPA 

had ll!:mSII to all WCI f11cilitiH. At the time of the inspactions, WCI tnld the Ohio EPA 

that these surface impoundnaanta were used as solid waste management units for 

w1111te waters from the cold rolling-, coated prodUcte, and piekling operatione.J.!' Mer 

conducting these reviews, the Ohic EPA has never allepd or determined that the 

Ponds wete haMrdoUJ; waste u.nits under RCRA. 

It Sllmpling 

A. C!ottau1tant Ba!llpling 

Aa indicated, the Pleitttifr United States allege11 that WCt handled r:.orrosiv11 

-astes that ware haaardous. &cause jt has seantaampling data. ofits own, the United 

States relies upon 11tudie1 undurtaken by others at varillUS timea. 

Defendant WClemploy11d l!nginsatll whotllok samples on at lea.st t...-o oa:as.ions. 

On June zo, 1989, Ouucan. La.gne1111 & Asaociates condul!ted hourly aatnpline of the 

wastewatl!r in the surface impoundments.ll' Of tlventy-four grab eamples colloacted by 

101 TMtirabllyol Ohio IPA O!IZlplaJ~e Krilbm Swlhet At 27-28. 

l'! One UIIIPlC> wal c•tlleh<li ~ M1tt fat t1Venty-&l~~r haun. 
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In 1990, WCI'a conttaeto!-, Remcor, Inc., IIBlDpled lhe sludges in Ponds 5 and 6 

follo...,ing a !otmal sampling plan. After conduding thi8 1111.1:11.pling. Remc::or round the 

aludgea were ttot cortllaive or hA?Jit'dous. 

In October 1993, ettgitteet'll KU111.1:11. Aa110ciatu conducted a study fur WCI. While 

doing thia study, Killam collel:ted thtee ttab 11amples from the bosh bo,. that dannels 

wastewater to the etnface impuundm!!ntl'l. The three samples eollected by Killwn had 

pH values of 1.3. 1. 7 fl.ttd 2.0 s.11 .. rnpeetlvely. After complllting this aamplittg ofthe 

b01rh boll', Killa:tn Associates gllve the opi.tliun that the pll of the WS!!tewater in the 

sUr&t!A impoundment!! was betwel!tt 1.91lnd 2.0 e.u. These KillamA.sauciates sa.tnples 

~e not taken as part of 11. ~ampling plan that sought to lind the .average prop..rtiea 

of the whole ponds. 

B. 199S U.S. EPA Multimedia Jnapeetion 

BegiDningonMay 12,1993, the U.S. EPAcano:l.uctoda "m.ultimedie" inapeetion 
'Iii!''--. " 

of WCrs facility undet the Clean Wa.tet Act, the Clean Air At:t. RCRA. and the TOXic 

Substances Control Att. During tftie inspection, the U.S. EPA tollected a gnb ea.mple 

o£ \VaBtl!wat.er bl!ing pumpl!d from l'ond 6A to Pond e. u.s. EPA took the Balll.ple ttDIIl 

the flow of the waste•ater 11.11 it el:llmed Pcm.d 6. The field ml!al!u.rementll of this 

aample rell'eal!!d a pii of 1.81a.u., balllw the tl!I!Ulatory limit of 2.0 s.u. 

On June 16, 1998. the U.S. l!:PA inspecl:om returned and took attothe.,. grab 
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Bample of water from Pond GA. The Blllllple's pH was above 2.0 s.u.. 

During tbiR Jun11 1998 in&psction, the U.S. EPA also eallncted a sam~tle of 

~astl!water from. a l!roc:ells that Ulles acid pickle liquor to treat tlti:!Bl. The U.S. Ji.:PA 

field ~eutttementa of this sample ~hawed a pH of 1.65 s.u. The U.S. EPA also 

collal!tl!d a ~:tab sample from traste\ll'ab!t ftowlttg from Pond 6 at the point wht>h! it 

committghts with wasbnrater from the BaaieOX)'genFuruce. The field measurements 

ofthe sample shotlled 11. pH of 1.87 e.u. 

C. Centrsl Treatment Plet Aeration Influent Probe 

WCI'11 wastawatersan~ pUtDped from PondS to an inlet box outside the rentral 

treattuent plattt. In support of its claim that WCI's 11rastewater was corrosive. th" 

United Statee. principally reliea upon WCl'B own pH readings taken at the influ.,nt 

probe outaide the central treatment plnt. 

While EPA regul.atiotts did not require WCI to monitor the pll at the centu.l 

treatlnent plant, itnanethele99 did so. Taheatits wa.ate\Vator, WCI hae measured the 

pH of the wastewater a11 it flown through the Ciltttral treatment plllll.t. At thin point, 

the irtfl.uent Wlt receives wutewate~ &am Po:ttd G ed other Jtt0Ct113S aaurces. 

To make theoe aeaaurements, WCI URI!I eeveral pH probes that continuously 

moJtitor the pH of the wastowatllr a.a it flow• tMough the eantral treatmertt plant. 

WCI put one ill.ilaw 11H pro~ a.t thll aeration Uilluant bo~t. 

Tho pH rnetllr at the aetatioll influent box mea11ures tho pH of the waatlltvatet-

10 
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as it flow11 from Pond 6 into the central treatml!!l.t plant. WCI sub mergeR this probe 

in the flow of the waBtewater as it enters the aeration influe11.t box. A~¥ 

At least a!l.ce a we.,k, WCI CoUlbustion tlllpattmen~ pet$0ttnl'll:lllib.rat&. the p:H: 

meter used to measure the pH of Pond 6 influent wastewater. Defendant WCI argues 

that the method utled to calibrab• this ptohe reaulted in illaccurate_ 

EPA guide Iitteii rt!tommuuf. a two-standard calibration teclu!ique to calibrate pH 

meters. To calibrate thl' probe, the Combustion nepartUll!nt per110nnel uae two buffer 

aolutions with specified pH. Typieally, they use buft"l!r sohttions with pH of2.0 and 4.0. 

In contrast, pH calibration is better dont! ua!JI.g a nc1ttral bl1ffer &olution o£ 7 .o with s 

second BObttiotl with pH of l!iiher 4.0 or 10.0. It is utdi.ke}y that the maintenance crew 

could a.t:hieve completely accurate probe calibrations uoing the bu1rer solutions ~~>'ith 

pHo£2.0 and 4.0. 

the centnd treatment plant. '!11e oil and greas11 c:att quickly coat a J:>ll ptob11, rendering 

sv.fficir.nt concentration. 

BeuiW! of the p~sence of oil and grease in the -wutewater ~into the 

central treatment plant, plaut npuatom !!leaned th11 inf!ul!ntpH probe by ramovmgth!! 

ll' 1M plt mt>ter nill'll by WC! ta measure tile pk a£ P'onti G Influent wute•ate~ P a glass 
m~mlonne eletttude lll!ll!l!lin r..r hychocton ion in ~alllbiWttiDD with • pH mew. ~pH ID"tet uoed. loy 
WCl tamell&um Pallid 8 il:lflu..nt 11k Is eAtoUt>lM!d. "'ith a m~tOCe.,.ot U..t ha!>dlN the malh-atiC!I of 
U... meU>U"to111ent. Tho- pH m~ter uaed l.y wet to m.eu""' tho> pit of !?and 8 .l.aflueDt wut.,...ab!!r d.is~lays 
t!te numerical pH value. 
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submerged ptobe &om the flow of thu wastewater ed dipping the probe! in acid. The 

operators cleaned the influent pH probe in an acid solution once pet shift, or three 

times per day. though a brief expaaure to an abd solution cau effectively clean 

mineral deposita from a pll el11ct.rode, it ill not ll!l. e~ive cleabing agent fat oil1U1d 

g!j!Ue deposits. Theao ptoblaais make the inD.uettt prcbe readings lel!ls a~ate. 

Defendant Wet rscorded the read.ittgs &oJ. the pH m11tere at the aeration 
I 

influent bolt evety twa hout& tram Septsmbel!' 1, 1988 to Februu.r:y 32. 1996, and every 

hour lrolli Fobruazy23, 1995 to July 81, 1998. 
I . 

Between St!pt@.ID.ber 1, 1989 11od July 31, 1998, WCl's centtal treatllient plant 

operaton ra~rded more than ll,llOO pH veluea of 2.0 s.u. or less for Pond 6 

wastewater ettterl.ug tha central ttl!atment plant. Such readings oct1U'red on 1,361 

difi'erent days. At least one readme of 1.1 ll.u. or lt:!es accuttt:!d an 677 difi'11tent days. 

I Also, the central treatllieot plant uperators rec::orded at least 81 pH .bleasUHments of 
. I 
12.5 e.u. or above Cor Pond 6 wastewater entering tl2e central tteatme!lt plattt. Taken 

as a whole, these meaall11!menta did not siguificaAtly vuy &om 1989 to December 

1998. 

In Oecemhar 1993, WCI install!!d att automated lime slurry in,jed:ion syetern at 

the No. 9 Lift Station. For a period. this time i.njedion syatem tedumd, but did not 

completely atop plt readings of 2,0 s.u. or lou.!!! The system has now eliminated 

.Ill A&r ilUitaDatiollllf thct lime illfec:tia.l!. ll}'ltem ill ~bv 199S, """frill tr•atme11t pliiDt 
opetllWrB tellaided Ali ad.ltitit>lllll. 8511 IIIIIIIIIYI!IIIII~I on 77 DllfiiU'Ilte Qys a£ 2.0 1.11. lit Juo for the 
waote10'll~" iD l'tlnd B """' the nn~ hra teara. 
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meu1ttet11e11ts with a_ pH of 2.0 s.u. ot leas a_t the influetl.t probe to the central 

ttea.tment }llant. 

D. Grab Samples 
' 

Bey~~nd meellureJ:IlentR made with th~> (ittlluent ptobe, tl:te Cl!nttlll Uoelltment 

plallt O}lerAtltta also recarded grab !l8.lllllle pH .measutemell.t!l!br Pond B wlilltewat .. r 

u it e11tered the aeration inf1uent bnx at the +tral trea~ent plant. WCI made 197 

pH me~t~urements Via auch grab sampleR. Operatnre tonk theM samples by plating a 

lahoratnry beaker ill the flow bfthe wastewater aa it enters the aeration influettt box. 

The c:enttal treatment pla:nt upe:ratots then measure the pH ofthe grab 11amples •ith 

a \!ench meter i11 the ~11tra1 treatment pl11.:11.t office.\ The taltillg of grab Bllltlplea i!! a 

method for cl!.eclting the atcuracy ur ill-line plt probba. 

These grab aamplea shcrflred plt readil:lgs oU.o 11.u. or less an mEU'-Y oeeasions. 

E. Slu4£e Sampling 

&!veral eamStlea of alttdge fta111 Pond 6 were also tested far pH values. ltt 

OttulM!r 1985, an L'l'V canttactur tested SO samples of' sludge !rttm Pond.s 5H.Dd 6 and 

£ounrlan average pH a£ thl! sludges ta be 6.8, with 1111 measurements falling within the 

rrus.~ o£5.5 to 1.5. 

1111990, 11. WCI l)llntractar srunpled the sludges in Ponde 5 a.~~od 6 and fbund they 

wete noliliazlitdoUI!I. And ill199G 11.:11.d 1998, sampli!!.g perli:JtJ:D.I!d by a WCl consultant 
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again found the pH oftha Ponds' sludges ra.ngad betWI!an 5.4 a.u. lltld 10.9 s.u. 

Thu&, thl!re is no evideDce that a21y sludga froll:l Pond& 5 or 6 ""11.6 tver 

haurdous. Only wllRtewatlir me.lliiUtatnente indicate potential conosiveuees. 

Havitlg set forth rcle\'llnt .findings affaet, the Cautt now offers ita conclueiOtla 

olla•. 

ln. CONCtUS!ONS O:FLAW 

A OVerviaw of RCRA. 

The &eo'IUCI! Conaervation and RecoVl!zy Ad, 42 U .S.C. § 6901 et seq. ("kCRA") 

was enacted iA 1976 to Mglliate the treatment. storage, transportation, and disposal 

of hazardous wute.;. RCRA 5eeks to ensure that suc:h Wlllltes llre "mB.Ilaged ill a 

tnanner which protects human health and tha environment.'' 42 U.S.C. § G902(a)(4) 

and (b). Suhtitlll C ofRCRA eatabliaho a com}lrehenRi\'e Cedeul regulatory lJtagtam 

Cor the mtu,agg!Qent ofhuatd.oua waste. 42 U.S.C. §§ 8921-6939. 

42 U.S.C. § 692!i(a) prohibits thA operation of any tadli.ty that treats, stotl!s, or 

disposes of llazardoUa wii.Rtes, eltcept itl accorda11ce with a. petmit. UnUed StoteB 11. 

HI!Ue.r, 4 F.3d 723. 730 (9"' Cir. 1998) rlt idUDda.mental that 8..11 entity.-hicb performs 

a hazardous 111ute actMty rot which a pertDit it1 rectUited under J:tCRA ma.y ttot: legally 

petform that acti~ty unl111111 it has a. parmit fut the relevant acti,ity."). Maruover, a 

party receiving aparmit to atotacn- dispoae o£hazardous waete ttaust tbereafter~X~znply 

with the teiJ,uirementa of the permita. 

14 
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If certain requireml!nta are met,ltCRA rdlowR states to operate htlzudous waste 

regulato:ry ptogramaln lieu of the federal program. 42 U.S.C. § 6926(b]. £tten ..,her.. 

a atata i11 given authority ttl OJ)eratl! such a :regulatory program. the United States 

retains the rlght to Amorce the state autharized pragram8. 42 U.S.C. § 6928(1l}(2). On 

J~ane SO, 1989, the U.S. EPA sranted final authorization to the Stat!! of Ohio to 

administer and e!l.{orc:e the Stattl's bs.111.rdaus wasttl ):lragu.m in the Sta.ta of Ohio. 42 

U.S. C. 16926(11). The Ohio EPA adiDiDilltera the RCltA. program trithln Ohio. 

Under 41;1 tt.S.C. § 6928(a), thl! United States may file a civil action in fedl!tsl 

district QOUl'l: to obta.ln appropriate relief, including a teta.l!otlll'Y or J)l!nnanent 

i..bj uttetioll upon obtaihing information that any per!!an has viola tad or ia violating any 

requitement otltCBA It 11. violation ia ahown, 42 U.S. C. § 6928(g) providl!s for a civil 

penalty ill an amouttt not to exeeed $27,500 per day of noncomplia.11ce fur each 

violation.U' 

Th11 PW.ntiffUtsited States has the burden to eatabUsh each of the alements of 

liability unde~ RCBA. In sh...U.g liahil.;ty, tile appli.,.ble l!ll:a.tute of limitations. 28 

U.S.C. § 2462, &tops any cbim for penalty fora violati1:1n befure May 11, 1999.!!' 

T1:1 establish a viola.tiott of ReBA, the Ubited States III.UBt prove f'o1tt general 

elements: (1) that WCI is a "persott• trilhi.u the l:QeBDiDg of RCRA: (2) that WCfs 

!!! 42 tr.s.c. 1 G9llli(B} JltoTioles for • ci.U JleiHilty m an at~~ount 1111t to '"''"'"! ill&.ooo per day cl 
Dml.ctllll-llliallce lDr eaeh 'fiuiA tiol:L TbiJ, liJJlm!ilt haa t...~n sd,luoteol purilU.Aftt to the U.S. EPA Ci Vii Mortetll.t)' 
Ponalty- l..&t11111 Ad,l.._1:111~t llul•, to $2'1.511D lfbt clay. 

!li/l'rl!trial Order, U-truterled. :tact N11. 3. 
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Warren, Ohio steel plant is a "Cacillty" within the meiJiing afRCRA: (3) that Wet did 

not hav~ a petmit ormterlm status Cor tha treatment, storage, Ol' dis"osal o£hanrdous 

wst.aie in the pond': arul (4) that Wet heated, stared, or disposed ofhuarcioue waste 

in the ponds. U"itedSfdte• u.'l'& BB1'1211s &BroiUII! Wo~lu.I~te., 681 F. Supp. 314,317 

{D.S.C. 1988); Un.itetl Sbtu u. Ccn.teruafi.o" Clu!m.it!dl Co., 733 F. Supp. 1215, 1220 

(N.D. lnd. 1989). 

Det:endllllt WCI aeknow ledge a that it is a. "person" within the 1ne11.11ing of 42 

U.S. C. § 6903{15) and that Wet's inte~a.ted 11teel pla.at, lllld ll1l buildings, atructurea, 

and aurface impound!tlenta located there, compti&e a "tacilitY' withitl the me!Uiing of 

40 C.F.R. § 260.10. WCI also callcedes it did not have a permit for tha treatment. 

storage, or disposal of haz~ttdoua walltll. WCI disputes o11ly that it tteated, &toted or 

die posed of hazardous wa&te. 

The Court now addressee the ataudarda by which hazardous WaBil! ill identified. 

The Court then dl!te11llinet: whether, upon applymg thi!se atalldards, WCI has violated 

RCRA. 

B. StfiJJ.dards fOr Detl!rmiuing '1tautdoua Waste" 

1. Regulatory Claui.fic:ation and Corroaivity 

BCM eontrols the telnasl! of a '"haaardaus wasttl.~ If a aubstance exhibits 

~ttain cha.tacteristits, ittdustrial waateWJJ.tara lUll aubject to regulation undet RCRA. 

Unit.td Btatr!4 u. /Jean., 969 F.Zd 187. 194 (r;d' Cir. 1992). 
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42 TJ.S.C. I 8921 pl'tiYides two ways in which a wute will bl! enasidered 

"hazstd.oua." Fitat, a wute 1ril1 be clu!li1ied a.a "hazatdr.u11· where the RPA h11s 

l!pecifi.clllly l.i&tetl the waste 8.11 h11zartlous. By regu.l~ttiatt, the EPA hu listed a number 

afwastea D.!l hazardaU!I. 40 C.F.R.§I2G1.Sl-261.38 (1989). tar exlllllple, spent pickle 

liquor, wbich the Unltc!d States clatmg WCI diechatged into Panda 6, G. and 6A, iBa 

liemd hasardoua wa.!lte 1Ulde:r 40 C.P'.R. § 261.82. 

The E1' A willlll!!LI cllliiRify a wute as "hazardou~c~" if it hall one or more o£ the 

chuacteriaties of ignitll.bility, col'tUI!i'Yity, reaetivity, o:r toxicity. 40 C.FJt §§ 

2&1.21-.24. Here, tlu! United State& clllinl11 that Wet stored or diat~oaed of corrosive 

Wll.!!te. 

Cottosi\lenell!l is the propl!tty that enables a&ubstana! to dissolve tnBterial with 

which it comes m contact. ImproperlY managed corrosive wastel! can poRe a sub!!tantial 

present or pateDtial dailger t1:1 human heltlth and the environmet~t. 

A8 explained in further detail below. under 40 C.F.R. § 2&1.22 anti O.A.C. § 

8746·51-22, ll W8.81;e is c:ottoai'VI! Jf it ill S'J.Ueau!l and 1:t8ll 8. plt M 2.0 #.11. Ot' 11>11!1 01:' 

gmatllr the.n or equal to 12.!5 s.u. When! a surface intpoW!.dment eontllins aqueous 

water with a pH of Z.O !!.\1.. or lea1, 11n at leut one oc:c:asion, the water in the surfate 

i:ta.poundmebt is hazardous "Wute. The United State11 here ptiaci.plllly euntends that 

llttbatancea in Pond& 5, 6, and 6A are corrosive, as having had pH o£'2.0 s.u. or less. 

As 11oted a.bove, 42 U .S.C. § 6925(a) prohibits the tlpers.tion of a.ny facility that 

treats, storel!, t>r di11pous of hall!l'daus wastes, except in acmrdanc:e with a permit. 

17 
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United Staeu II. Heuer. " r.sd 723, 7!10 (91.h Ci:r. l99a). Moraover, a party receiving a 

permit to stort! ot dispap at buardous wa~~te mU!lt tlu!rea.fter I:Dillply with the 

requiremaniG of the. JH!rtnib.. 

lr WCI trl!atl!d. stored. ctt diapalll!d of waste at the Wanan facility, it was 

required under RCRA to hao;e II. permit to do BO- lt is undiaputed that wcr had no 

permit to treat, 11torl!, or dilrpolll! afhaz~t.rdaus waste. ThefflfDtl!, if'the Court finds WCI 

maintained haurdaua waate at ita Wa.ttfln fali!ity, Wei h11.11 violated RCltA and iA 

aubjec:t to fines UJtder ltCBA. 

The puties offer diftetibg viewn teguding h~ the Calttt should detern:Une 

whether hazardoua waste is treated, .11tored, ttt dil;posed of at WCl's W~~rren facility. 

Defnndant WCI ll.llYB th11nvidenea afre:red by the United Sts.tes isiD.Ruffi.tient to support 

a finding that WCl mai11tainll haillrdottt wanto at th11 facility hecaune the substances 

at the site wete improperly sll!l1pled. The United Sta.ten contends that even if the 

a11ailable tlllJDlllna do not t:onlorm ta a SJH!eific methodolorr dl!sc:rib&d ill. RCRA's 

regulatiom, the weight or evidc!nce supports ita Clllltentioll that wcr ttl!ated, storer1, 

or disposed ofhazardoua waite at the WattRn facility. 

The CoUrt now exll!l1ill.es whether R.CRA's Mgule.tions requite a particular 

saD:Ipling JJ:Iethodology. 

2- Sa~aplmg Mut:hodology 

The United Statea clihua WCI 11iolated kCRA's prohibitions againat hazll.tdous 

18 
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waste by maintainitllt "corrosive" waste at the Warrell facility. The regulations 

cuttetttly debe "ll()rrollivit)l" ill the fOllowing WilY; 

sJe. 261.22 Charaeteristic o!eortosivity. 

(a) A aolid waste eshibita the characteristic of cottasivity if a 
repreBen.f!Stiue mmple ofthe wute has either ofthe followina 1Jtopertiea: 

(1} It is di;IW!IItu 011-rl h.u Cl pH leaa rb or !!qJ,&dl to :1 or greater than or 
equal to 12.5, &a ll.eter!nined by a pH metl!r uaing Method 9040 in .. Te!lt 
Methode for :&ral\lati!l.g Solid WllAU!, ~Chemical Methods." EPA 
Publimltlol:l SW-846, aa incorparated by reference in Sec. 260.11 ~£this 
chaptet-. 

40 C.F.R. i 261.22(a)(1) (emphuia added). Plaint.iffUnitfld States u~terls tha.t WCI 

violated RCttA by maintaining wastewater with a pH oflese than or equal tb 2. Under 

the regulations, th" United States must nhow suc:h violation via a "rep~entative 

sample'' of the water. 

RCltA regulations define "repreeentll.ti11e ~ample" o"a saJDJ>le of a uni~erae or 

whole (e.g .. waste pile, la110o11., etuubd•ater) which can b" expec:tecl to elthibit the 

average propertie11 of the UDiverlll! ur whole." 40 C.F".R. § Z60.10. This definitiun has 

tel:llained unehattced since oriRinallY promulgated ht U.S. EPA in 191!0. 45 Fed. Reg. 

33061), 38075 (May 19, 1980). 

This definitioll e.uggesta that a finding af a RCRA violation must depend upon 

reliable a11d aceurattl M.lil:ltJli¢ WCI urges that the Court interpret the regulatioll!l 

to tequire ._ parlieular ~Bn~l>llil.g metho.l bl!tbre reBUlttt 111BY be vi.eoved 11.11 a reli&ble aud. 

accurate indication bfcorrosiv:ity. WCl says that the 11ampling 111ethod used makes a 
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dillerence bec:auae the Pond substances wem llb!rogeneow; . .W Then!lura, unleu lltl 

appropriate ean~pling method is U!led. WCI ..is the results willttotteflect "the average 

ptaperlina of the uaive!'&l! or whole.~ Wet laYS tb11.t tha oampling pn.oantad here bt 
! 
I tbe PlaifltilfUDi.ted State.a doeazaat .meet the raqufremanta adopted in the EPA's own 

:regulatiane. 

Ia cantraat, the United Statea lint disputes that a sample needs to nfled: the I 
average propertilla of the whole.!!' P'uttbet, the Uzaited Statea arcue1 that lldoptioll of 

I 
a sampling plan, and sampling in cortfotu~itt Jith such a pliUl, is not a pMno~tuisite to 

showing a violation of RCRA. The United Status says that the &Uute to adopt a ! . 

IIIUII.IJI.ing pl11.11 and to comply with that pla.n goes to the weight ofthe e•ideDC!!, rather 

~ In an Octob"r 1986etudy. theeqm.,arlnl lihllllunclll. Lagne-e 1: ~t.aa IIR!Ilplecl 11 uclse frclll Ponda 6 and. 6. U tepatlad !hat tha wast.. ill tho Ponda Willi hoot.m.pllA!CIIIll. tlt111 tu "mnlidMab ... "udtiao m pcoU.t to point for .n J>Mbla-IIIM•-.1. • l!:xh. CJ. 
ll;zpelt Cl.ar1ea llluml!nac:heilla t..otified emllbl7 OJi. Wa luue: 

Q. Do- Jmmo, •b..tlu!r thews- matuiol.ln tkct !>llfth at wet;, hOIII.cogu .... -· .... 
hete!Dpl~Aawl~ 

A. I ln ~ apillion it ill nat hamCJl'l!hiHIIl< ib belaropaepue. 

Q. And what"• tlm baals tat that Oliliti011! 
••• 

A. Tb111111 the ..,.tat" eftteti!ttr tbll poad li, th,. way the pond. is""~· this is ~ 
dAMi• IWimj>le of what- c.all pluc-llow .t<~glllft. :tn tlw tet"JD. or alt. llut what It 
mellilll il that 111 tloe '"tv lift...,_ the pcmd, it ..W IIIIM! clawll tbe JIOftd aa a ri""r 
'"'CIIIld. n-. if:P<>Ue&lljuot <li11utlit.oo thlllauti"VU"Rild 111\T Walatet!.teriftc here will Ill""" down W. panel ill Rlllletlla. them ioo ..., IIIia~~~:~~ hi tlliJo to illake it 

· hamagl!nf!OtY. and as tile "'"l.otr ollb!m this pcmd and then ultimatelY '""""' tha pond. elltatR U.e plpehlle .a11d elltul th.le 1101111 ahd •••ih thil! wa~ willm""" 
~gh thi1 po~~d. to thele )IIIIIIP8 and ba pumped out Alld lillY •o.ti!r here apin 
willeatet tlUa pottd •~d be plllll)etl ta thl• pe1Dd •o t.bia is 11 <:IaMie: e:umplor of a plur fl..., ,.pan. 

JJJ l'lamtiffUnited Btab!t JWapOIIerl mndwrirm aFiaw Nn. Ub. 
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Thus, the Court must first detetUiine whether a sample tteecla to refl.ec± the 

a111>rage properties of the whole. As ta this iBaiH!, the Ullitl!d Statee' &r1111.1Dent would . 

turn the language a£ 4tl CFR § 261.22 od 40 C.F.It. § 2&0.10 on ite head. 40 ern 
§ 261.22 BAfll c:onvsi\lity is determined b888d 11p011 a ~representative IIIUD.ple of the 

waste." 40 C.P'.R. S 260.10 8II,Y8 the IWilple mllllt reflact "the average praperli.ea of the 

univarse or whole." In arauiJ:Ig tlul.t this Court disregard the ponds u a •hole, the 

United States pushell attide ib OWJl reglllatio!IS. 

The Court theremre :linda that the eamples mUIJ1: be rep~ntative of the whole 

pond before a RC:M violation may lH. fOund.. The key issue is what sampling method 

willt~roduce a ''repreae~~.tlltive aample" of~ ponds attd 111hether the methods used 

h~<re produce a &ufti.cient)y rt!liable Jlidure ofthe average prapl!lrlies of the po11ds as a 

D!!fend1.11t WCI argues that Plahttitf Umted States does not give eVidence of 

:repNI!!Cdltatift a1U11.pt..11 bet:alW! it fAiled tn u.ae the p!QSJer teetiDU method found in 'I'est 

Method~ for Evaluating Solid Wute, Phrdieal/Chemit:al Methods. EPA Publication 

SW ·84G ("SW-846"). WCl ssy11 use o£Method 91140, ae &pacified in the Sl!c.ond Edition 

of SW -846, ill rettuired. 

In contrast. the United States claims that lllllllples tiDt ta.kl!11 i1l cotlfannity with 

Methbd 9040 can as.tisfJ tbe requirement that IWnplea exhibit the average pmpettieB 

of the uniWrBI! or whole. PiNt. the United States contests the applicability afMethod 
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9040. The United States atgUes that before 199S, Method 5.2, a&: at forth in the First 

Edition gf SW-846, was th11 method f'or cl.ecidi11g whether a Wtlstc! was cal'tllsive_ 

Method 5.2's 111UD.pliu1 requit'emeAt.d atfllas11 mtriet tblll1 the tequinuaents suggestl!d 

by Defend.Juat WCI. M1tltad 5.2 does ttat 111Jecify methods iil:r datermilling th11number 

of lllllllplea nndad to abtaiD the average properties of ~ w:rivert!e or whole. In 

wntrast, Method 90(0 does. 

· AlterDatively, th11 lJ.nitad. Stllteuaya tltatSW-846 intende an\yta ei•e IUidanCI!, 

ttot to mandate nqlriremenl:6- As a auidaneG dacumi!Jlt, the Urtited States sa,ys SW-

846 a.f£onla flexibility to use alternative test methadi!. 

To decide this i.aRuo, the Court 5rst cal18ide:rs the general applicability afMethocl 

9040. During the l"lllevet t~ariads. RCRAragulationa have always referenced certain 

test ~~:~.ethode that are_ to be use to support a fi.ttding of "corraBivity," an.d, lly oxtell.aian, 

the presADOO of hazardous waste. 40 C.F.R. S 280.11 (t:iting teet methods): 40 C.F.R. 

§ 26 1.22(a)(1] (defitling •conosivity"). As th&langttli.ge of§ 260.11 h1111 altemd over the 

years, the parties diapute which test 11111thad applied durin,; the relevant Jleriod. 

The United Statea argUas that util August 31. 1993, 40 C.F.R. § 261.22(4)(1) 

r&ctuired. use ofMathod S.S, &a set forth in the Firat Edition of SW-846.w Spacifi.eally. 

until August 31. 1993, Section 261.22 Provided. in pe:rti.nsnt p!U't! 

(a) A 11aUd waate exhibits the chu.ractari&tic of oo:rro11iYity if a 
representative BAmPle of the wa&te hal eithar ofth11 followingpropt~rti&s: 

111 40 C.P.R. tl 1!80.11 and ZIIU2CaX1> (1988-1!193 Ediliou). 
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(1) It i.PJ aqueous and baa a ~H lau tba.JI. at l!li.Ual to 2 or creater than Ot­
eqlllll to 12.5, as detenzililed by a pli 111.eter u!dq l!.ither an EPA taRt 
method or an ~tquiYillent tiJIIt method appra91!d by the Adminiatra.tor .... 
The EPA tut m.dluJrl for pH ia IP'cifi.ed as MetMd 6.1 m '"1'ut Methc.U 
/rJr-EutthuJeion of Soli.rl Waste, l'f&yricttZICI&em.lctJJ.Me~" (l.n.eorporated 
by referenm. aee 260.11). 

40 C.F.R. I 26U2(a}(l) (1998 edition) (em~thui.a added). 

Th11 Second Edition ofSW-846 wall fbrm.alJ.y adopted as patt of Section 260.11 

on Septembet 11,1982.lll' The SI!CODd. Edition ofSW-846 contains a "Convetsion Table" 

which correlatiiA the aectionud mathoclnllJDMnUBt!d ill tha Fizet. Bdition of SW -846 

with "the location o! tls.oir replaCI!IIleZitB~ iD th11 Seco11d Editio11. SW -846 des«ibes tb.is 

cotlvel"llion table at1 giViZIB "the replacements'' of the methods used in tht Fil:st Edition 

of SW -846. In tlria Tabla, Method li.2 is exptessly l'tlplactd with Method 9040. 

llowevet, the 18.ZIKU&.ge of the rllg"Ulatioa.. 40 C.F.lt § 261.22(a)(1), retained its 

referelltll! to Method 5.2 even as it refened piUties to SW·846. The Secottd. Edition of 

SW -846, and the coD.Vetaiotl. table within it, reiJ1Billed in l!ft'ecl; until Augturt 31, 1993, 

1111"hen the Third Edition ofSW-846 Wall adopted.• 

Defendant WCI poUlts out that the Sec:Dnd Edition of SW -84G's I:IOss-iZidex 

supports the eollclusian thatMI!tbod 5.2 Wlsreplaced by Methgd 9040. Also, BOOn after 

the iimnal adoption of the Seeond EditioJl of9W·846, the U.S. EPA iasu.ed a Tecbnieal 

Amendment wlUch also uatad the c:hiusge &om :Method 5.2 to Method. 9040. 48 Fed. 

,. 47l!•.t. a..c. •tsc:a C1!13Zl. 

¥!! 58 F•d.l\e~o 461140 (1993). 

m-~ WEZ'd l~l-1 
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Reg. 16256 (1983). Further. WCIII.bto pointe to rommUDicatian made in 1993 by the 

EPA at tha tiule it adopted the ThUd. :&:d.ition ol SW-846. In August 1993, tho Agency 

fatmal:ly clarified thtt "[t]he EPA method numbet in- pH ·is inconectly refa:n~n~ed in 

Section2f;1.22{a)(1) as Method 5.2. Themfote, the Agency is deletittg tha zelere21.ee to 

Method 5.2 in that section rmd replaei11g it Ylith the lllll'ftct telennce to Method 9040. ·· 

58 Fed. Rea. 46047 (1998). Thus. the EPA clwlgecl tlte zegqlati.o21.11 to reflact wba.t had 

a.ke~trb' hac indieatecl ill SW·846 filr yeai11: that Method 9040 ntpla.c:ed Method 5.2 

In short, WCI argues that avell though tha n!ploliai'L'I did not apt~cifical1y 

merttioll Method 9040 untill998, 40 C.F".H.. § 261.2l!(a)(1) a.lwsyll defined canoBivity 

by tafl!nu:tce to SW-846, in t't'hich Method 9040 replaced 5.2. Thetefote. WCI ugues 

that Method 9040 apJilied &am at leut 1984 to Auguat 1993. 

wet makes s. strollg atgument that M~tthad 9040 w.u effnctive f'ar the tita1111 

rtSlevant hete. HaweYI!r. a&&UII1inlf the applicability of Method 9040, the Court finds 

that strict adhtltente to Method 9040 is not tectuirecl. to lhow that Wet 'Violated H.CRA. 

Reliability and acevaey or llatllph!a DUlY be lhown by methods other than Method 

9040. 

Arguing otherwise, WCI c:ontend11 that cottoaivity Cll.n only be established iftbo 

Plaintiff United State& 11howB that Ponds 6, 6, a11d 6A had a pH of 2.0 or leu using a 

pH metat in accortlall.CI! \lrith Method 9040. To compJ, with Method. 9040. Wei 5d.YII 

·sampling ttJ.ust Mlo~~~r a atatiBtiealJ.y.yalid aa~Uplillg plan preJJated in &I:COtdance ,.,ith 

Seetion One of SW-846. Method 9040, §6.1. 
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Hawe'ler, relevant languap in SW-84& belies WCl's argument. SW-846 

providcoe tlut a 18.ti:lpling plan iB 111ore statlatiealbr valid if it l!roviclea for "some form 

o£ rando= eamt~linl" aa that •e-.etY Wlit Df the SIIIJ'ulation (!!.g. !!Very location in a 

lagoon used to store a Bellid waste~} he.s a theoreticall,y equal chance of being 11ampled 

and meuured, ~ thus ellBU!iDg that "the IIBllllJle is mprel!l!lntative of the Jlopulation. • 

Section One, SW-846, SellDild Editiob, § 1.1.2. 

·samplhl.g precmon ia ma•& c:omJOJUml, aelliellf!rl by taking an apt~mpris.te 

number of samt~lee ham the population." Sec:tion One!, SW-846, Second Edition 

(e!Dphaais added). SW-846 pravides a lltetiatical. equation to be used in detel'tllining 

the "appropriate! nUJD.ber o£Rlllllple!!."W Com.pliance with the statillti.cal calculations in 

SW-846 establi!!hes "a l!cientifiea.lly c:r-edible BIUDpling plan"tOr chuaeterizing waste." 

!d. at Set:tion 1. Specifi.elllly, SW-848 111111 that "solid wastes contained in a landfill ol' 

lagoon lll'8 [usually] best BIUDpled llBiDI the three-dimaru~ioaal random eampung 

11trategy." IJ.. (emphaai8 added.). 

be !It sampled using tJH, method!~ recom.tnended fur large t!Ulks. M In dei!CJ"ibing the 

method ust'd far aa.mplitlg larp taoks, SW-846 l!a.YII •a reJitell!lltative s~t of salDp]es 

is best olltained using the tbreeo.dinteneional simple random sampling strategy 

described in Section 1.4.1: 

In Section 1.4.1 of SW-846, the El'A l!~a: 

lll'l'able 1, Bquatlo11 8. il> Seell.IJil One of SW •84&. 

Zli 
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The nW:II.bet of u..mplaa :raquirecl for reliabh! al.bl.plirJg will vuy 
depl!nditig 1121 the diatrlbution ofthu waste components iJl th.u contaiuer. 
As a mimmum with unknOWilwaate. a a\lffi.ciant number and diatribution 
tn samJJJeS should he taklln to airlbas atJy poslriblll trersicle anomalies in tha waste. 

SW-846 at 1.4.1. 

Uuder theM pto11isioJUI, salllpling of Ponds 5, &, and 6A •houltl involw Ha three­

dimenaion&l grid of BalnpliJig point!; and thetl Ulinl' r&ndDIIl JlUIIlber tables Ot 

genarators tn 1111llld ptJi.tltiJ Cot aalll_p!ing. • IJ. at 1.4.4. 

A5 indicated. Nctthod 9040 auggDIIU that aampling •haulrl be dDUA eouistent 

with a sampling plan mwl.mg a auflicient D.UIIlber of samples. While aueh salllpling 

is praferred, WCI does DGt ehow that the Plaintiff United Stateac:all!lat procead absent 

sampling in eomormity With M11thod 9040. 

Otlu~r eourtll hAVI! c:ometo similar conclueicm.e. In tln.lrerl Strste& u. S~l{. 2 F.3d 

1011 uo• Cir. 1993), the defendant. faciDr ttimiraal ehargl!e, argued that the 

goyernment fai1lld to Jll'llll!!llt eviclbnce that atrtaiD ha•tttd.ous wastes wore sampled 111 

aa:ord with a.a. EPA-approved test m11thod. Rejecting this &r!fWDent, the Tenth Circuit 

held that "[w)hile all l!:l'A-app!OWd tutofthe maturial would have been :Petauuive 

a~clena~ till to •hathl!t the material waa haZftll.ous wute. the govenunent was nat 

required to prove this element thrtlul!'h teat data.~ ld. at 1086. 

To like effect, in Un.itedStGtu 11. Bt,ultan.h,In.c., 9841.211599 (51h Cir.1991), the 

governm4!!nt brought a aimiJI.al claim undet ltCRA. In that cue, the govenunent did 

not have aamplingofthe :ralsY&nt chums, nor other ll&tilpling t:akeu in eoDfal'IJ1ity with 
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EPA tegulatiatla. l:llltead, it telied ~tt c::ompaDY doeiUile.D.ts cd telitimony fzom 

peraona i.o. c:gntaet witll the relev!Uit drums. In findillg the 11vidence sufficient to 

support a eri!llinaloonvictian, the Fifth Circuit held: 

The gtlve:mment admits no dtum. samples were taken, hut relies on 
Baytauk :recotda, ud tutUatony aa to ita practkea at the timl!s charged, 
to ahow tb.llt the dtuma wire W!l!d. to stote Ute 'slops' or ff!aidue of 
hazardous ehemicals that had hel!n exb'adeclelthu filr IIIIJI1Pling or line 
deaublg PUZl'O&eS. We llgl'el! that these dDC111111!nts, ind.uding drum 
inventoriea. a hasanloWI waste log, IU1d iDtemal memOl'IUlda. aa w~>ll a11 
t1u! teatimoD.Y at trial. all amply demonatrate tltat mallY of thl!ae drums 
oontainiug h.azudous wa&tea wete atotl!d fat lonpi' than 90 days. 

ld. at614. 

Other c:ourla have held that the &!lute to adhen. to BW-846'a ptecise £ra111owork 

does rwt atop a finding of hazardous li'Ubatucea. Sf!f!, <e.g., United States u. Taylor, 802 

F. Supp. 116. 119 (W.D. Mich. 1992), UOt:OteJ. Dn otb..u grounds, 8 F.ad 1074 (6"'- Cir .. 

1003) (a&Diple analyzed under a teat ml!thod not appraved by EPA auffici~>nt to 

establish tltteatofcnntamiDatian under OERCLA). Further, fllilttre to rigidly ad.here 

to SW -846 doe& nat tender the 68Dil!linC evlde11ee lnadmiBIIible. People 11. Hale, 29 Cal. 

App. 4th 730, 734 {1994) ('We diAcem no pl!!r ae rule which automaticallyp:tecludes the 

introduction of evidence or diapo&al of hazardous Wllllte juet because the gathering of 

thl! SA111l!le does not follow every jtJt and tittle ofthe .EPA manual."). Any deviation 

from the guidance goes to the Wl!il,!ht ofthe evidence and not ita ad.miaaibility. PEople 

u. Srmgoni. 22 Cal. AJ>p. 4th 1120, 1188-1187 (1994) ("Fa.il~tte to f'oUaw pn!cise 

regulatoey or statutory requirem11nta lot labaratari' tl!stl! generally doe!!! not rl!nder the 

l!7 
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test results il!.admiYihle, but illate11.d goe~~: to the weight raccorded to the evidenee.]_!!l 

Comequelltl,y, altho~tkl!Method9040C011t.rolli!dumplingbefore 1993, the Court 

fincl.a that atrlct adherenm with 1\Lithacl. 9040. includittg grid eampling pun:uant to a 

plan., ian.ot requimd to ahuw that Ponds 5, 8, and 8A wen! corrosive. While aa.mpling 

done in cun!orlllity With Methor19040 ia preferable and more persuasive, nvide11c:e 11ot 

conforming orith tho sampling 1Jtovisiol18 of SW-846 can ellpport a fi.ndin.g that WCI 

lll!nerated hazardoua aublitabtea auhject to RCRA. 

3. Required Showillg 

To sho111 that Ponds 5, G, and GA contahted hazatdous_ substances and •are, aa 

a result. aubjecl: to the c:radle·to·grave restrictions ofRCRA. the Plainti1ft1nitl!d States 

must show, via rapr881!ntative 11am.plea, only that the •urfa~:e im.poUJ:I.dtne.tl.t contained 

aqueous water with a plt of 2.0 a.u.. ar leas, on at least one otc:aaion. U>&iled Statu v, 

Co7!.1il!tvation Cltemit:dl Co., 188 r. Supp. 1215, 1224 (N.D. Ind. 1989) (findizag that B.ll 

aqueous solid waste exhibits the characteristic or t:ortu&iYity i£ it is properly t.eBtlld and 

found to have a pH len than or equal to 2 "an at least one occa.eiol:l"): Sfdt~: u. PVS 

!!! Court. olmw .t..fllt&,_ to tM intupntatiaa alteRUb.tian li""ll by admbliotrati.Ye agatldte ehatgtod. 
with tbelr ~l llnlW Sraa a( Allltril!ll u. Mllbil Otl c...,......u.m, 11191 wt 1048911 {11:.D.N.Y. 19!11). lu Mabil Oil. the CO!Ill!Rey 110111tht to a1ier ll'lide11ee lkll. in llllbforul.it,. with the n~Uatte gi-.an by the U.S EPA. R...JtctiDrMabitd e~dt!IICI!. thllmurtMtfarll. utmftrdolrevilw applicable tna r:Wm that tlte allllllfliatm"lhtocle ulililect atot inYIIlid. Unci ... the 1!111lt'a test. it is 11ot anout!h lur WCI simply to 
"offer[ ] lUI alteri:tatl.-. reading DE the lAw.~ !d. at •g_ IMtoad. WCl anaat eatabliall that BPA"a 
in~rpntatiab ill •p!lliJIIy ttTOIU!IIWI" and that WCl's l"l!adillg ie MIIIIIIJ!ellncl b)' tbe te£Ulation's plain 
l1111gU&p' arthll Adml.niAU•tnr'ailltdt at the time the recul•ticm. ••" pramuJcatacl. • ltl.. (!IUatiDt: ,.,.,,...,. 

ff~""'" UlliUt!tail;ylldllpfl& u. 8ltolttla. 512 U.S. G04, 512 (1914)1. 
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Che~niL'Gls, Inc., SO F. Supp.lld 171 (W.D.N.Y.1998)(finding diec:harp11 of acidic water 

that fell below pll of 2 DD 4 oeca.Biull!l~mt of M samples taken OYI!t course of G years 

ln ord11r to be valid, samplmg muat ahiiYI that it ill rqdtnn, that is, that .. every 

unit of the population (e.g., every lacation in a lagoon UBed to atore a aolid waate) hu 

a the~:~reti~ equal chance ofiH!i.Dg BIIDlPh!d and meaaured," thus elllluring that "the 

llample is reprt~seatative o[the populat.ioll: Becti.oJl One. SW-846. Semnd Editian, at 

1.1.2. 

With these prineiplea in mind, the Court esi.ID.inee the !lllmplea presented hy the 

C. Ammaement of Sam.ploa 

· ln claiming that Det'etldaltt WCl'l! Pond. 5, 6, 11.nd 6A an- 11ubject to re~ati.on 

under RCRA. the United States relie!l upon a limited nlUII.bet ofteath1gs dono by U.S. 

EPA persoMellltld tlm larp !I.UIII.ber ofti!lltll tetordl!d by Defendent WCl"e personnel 

at tbe intake to thl! ~:~~ntral ttl!atml!.nt plant. 

wet says the limited number of Bamplea taken by the U.S. EPA Btl! 

ib.suffic:iently tt!ptl!e!ltative of the ponds to mrve u proof of a violation. WCI aleo BllY& 

the 11.000 alllllples it rec:orded. are inauflicisntly repre!!t!ntati-ie of wastewaters held 

in Ponds !i, 6, anclGA becau.l!l! the meaauring probes wem misc:alibrattd. Because none 

of the samplea the govemm.ent relies on were taken pur~~uant to Method 9040, WCI 
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says there is inau!ic:ie.bt evidence that it maill.tain.ed huardoUs ,.,asto at the Wlltt'en 

facility. 

Aa disCNeaed. tlu. C.,urt Snd.a Method 9040 preferablra ilr !lhowing a RCRA 

violation, but it ill not th11 exclusive means with which the gtiYI!mtnent can support ite 

ease. The Court mWlt ZliiW dGtetiDU!e whethert:Aa &VI!.ilable IIB.mples pnwide a reliable 

indicat.at that Wet maill.tllined huardous waste at the Wanen fAcility. 

PlaintifF United Stata11 shows aampl.ing perCormed by WCI at the intl.uent td 

Pund 6. The goverllJilent produced were internal "Turn Audit" fatma refleding plt 

meaautements taken but\9een 1988 atul1998. WCI t~~sted over 800 l!all:lples 11 month 

at Pond 6 duriug these Yl!at>t.~ The turn audit fanns indicate· that aV&r 11,000 

satt1ples taken during these years had a pH ut 2.0 or leee.l1¥ were operatuts made. 

teadings of 2.0 s. u. or less tor Pond 6 wastewater entering the cenulli treatment plant 

on 1,361 separate;: days. including 577 daya during which readi.ttgs of 1. 7 s.u. were 

taken at the influent ptohe. 

During l!lt!varalmonths. v.lrtually all the samples indica tad 1'"" plt levels. ln 

May 1991, 96.7% of the 369 &amp lea taken that muath indicated a pH level g{ 2.0 gr 

bl!law. 111 Augw;t 1991. 99.2% r;J£ th!! 372 taiDples ta1rc!n that month registered at 2.0 

or below. with 297 118Jnpll!S n~flecting a pH of 1. 7 or bal~. In May 1993, 90.9% of the 

u.lnJuly 1~. WCI tid. lUO laiiiJilel. In~ othetiD.Dtlth llurisag U... t...d·year period, WCI boDlr. 
1110!1! tlt&fl 300 dlllplu. 

!!! Tl.em w~ otilf 13 NAolil!ll ai li.O at lua in 1!1!15IIUIJ.~~o>ne iu199S iluougb 11198. Therelbre. 
t.be llulk or the low pH rwadinp dAb! from 19118 to 19114. 
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872 samples taken that month had a pH level of 2.0 or belbw, with 268 sample11 

reading 1.7 or below. 

At the tate WCl!Jumps 'VIII.te:r out of the pond, the:re in a complete tutnover of 

pond water evety three to fuur days. Th\1!1, months during whidt low pH levels 'IIVI!re 

t.be ttorm. J:lrovide !!bong evidance that the IIIUIIplea Wl!N representative o£ the pond 

water u a whole durma that time and that the water IX!ntained haillltdous wasta. 

Though WCI le98ls valid critic:ilm at the reliahilit)' of the itlfl.uent pH probe, the 

meuuremettta obtaiued from Ute probe are nevertheles9 pmbative o!the •astel"!!''lter's 

ha%8-rdaUB uatlut!. An extremely large number of influent pmbe pH madings ahow 

corrasivity, includizlg matlY readings with very acidic pH levels. Even iF the pli 

ealibration were not pmcil!e, any "'= wu unlikely to BI%0Wtt fur the extremely low 

pH teadinge. 

TbiB ia so becauee ~;~H i8 measured an a logarithtoic et:ale: u pH meaaurem,.nts 

move down the lklle, the meuure of n.cidity in a suhBtlmce inttei.SI!6 exponentially. 

A !!ultatanca with a 11H nr 1.8 s.u. hu twicl! the hyd!oeea ion Cor acid) eottcentration 

of a eub1tance with 11. pH ot2.0 s.u .. The di.fratt!nce between the meuurement units 

ill .2. But beeauBe ofthalagaritbm, t11e .2 difl"erence between L8 and 1.8 represents 

a greater increase itt acidity levol than does the .z difference between 1.8 and 2.0. 

TherefOre, I!VIIft if WCra p:robeB "Wete not calibl"llted preci.aely in relatinn to 2.0, the 

exttemely low readillp tet~resent !ltrong 11videneo> b£ acidity because they represent 

sutoh l!ltponel:l.tial change in acid levels-

Sl 
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Indeed, evenSW-!WGttob!eth•twlummeuurements!alllsrbalowthethreehold 

allowed level, a method with lower ~ey •nd precision ia tolerable: 

It ill now appatent tha.t a judgment must bo mada as l:o the degree of 
aa.tDPling ai:Cill'acy and pncl&i.cm that ia required to rBliably astimatn the 
c:hamil!lll cbractariatiea of a 1101id waste for the ptllpOie of comparing 
tho!JII charactetistiea ta applicable ngul&tary thruahalda. Genetally,lrlgh 
•c:curacy and high prac:isioll. ll.n! raquired if one or tt~ore ehemical 
ccntamillants of a solid wute ill pte!JIInt at a concentration that ia close 
tb tba applieahle regulatory threshold. AlfemcafiiiC!t,., relottuelj l11w 
GCC:U.rac:Y tJt&d law Jlrfti.io" emt be toLmsud if fill! eon.tGmindn.ta of eoti.Ct!m 
aec:ut df lllueZt far below or /01" rzboue lheir capplkctble thJ.HMitb . 

. SW-82&, §1.1.1, 'I 8 (emphasis added). Although high aecuracy all.d pr&cisian is 

prefarred, the readme of 1.3, for example, 1:1!1Iiably shu\¥& tormsivity even if taken 

tlttough a loss than ideal sampling method beeau11e it falls 80 far bel_. the threshold 

of2.0. 

The Uuited Btatea daea not rely BOlely on the measltternents from the influent 

probe. The United Statae gi~a evidettc:e flum a WCI consultant engineer who took 

Ct'llb satnple pH measummenbl on Oetabet lt IUid 15, 1993. which showed pH of 2.0 

or lower at the boah bmt lot:ation.ll' Importantly,' one of t:he11e 88lll)l1es had the 

e:rtttmely low pH value o£1.3 11.u. while another had the exttemal.Y Jow valu11 oft. 7 s.u. 

AIBD, a larp number or grab hac slltllples, tested on btmch pH meters, indicate 

cotroaiVity. FiDall,y, although Umited, U.S. EPA sampling shows cottosivity. 

In light oftha sub~;tantial evidence preaented by the Ultited States. the Court 

!§I Ca~toulta.lot Kllla• ...U..ct..cl thtt!e p-.ab 111111pla• &alii the boeh '-that cUnnels "~~~••tR•Ater t.. 
the ~utCa"" illl.pauttdmiiHbr. 11ut tlm.e oamp!l!ll hAll pH ffit~ea ol 1.8, 1. 7 llllol 2.0 o.u .• h!opeet:ively. 
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finds that during Jll!riU&I af WCfs I:JWilerllbip, tlu! Wutewati!J" trnated, atoft!d. and 

d.i.aposed of by WCl in Panda 6, &, and 6A etlu"bited the hazatdaua wa11tt. ~ba.racteriatie 

of corraaivity, within the meiUJblg of 40 C.F.lt. S 281.22. Thua, Wet Pattda 1;, 6. and 

6A were subjl!d to IteM. 

Howevt!r, th11 Oovt!rtlml!n.t fails to abow spent pic:kle liquor, auhjec:t tel RCR.A, 

was deposited into Ponds 6, 6, suul6A. The Court finds that Wet alw1199 II.I!Utralized. 

allY apent J:>it:lde liquor or acid apillap With exeees lime. Lima·n4!utralized &}lent pickle 

liquor ia l!lll!lllpt fiom the RCitA'a haurd.oWI waate reguls.ticms undl!r the i!UD and steel 

induatty exemption in40 C.F.R. § 281.3(e)(2)(ii){AJ. 

lV. Yiltlationa nfRCRA 

The Court haA dl!termirted that theft inuf!i.cient evidence that WCI tn.ated, 

atoted. or c!iapond of huudo\IS waste at its Warren facility. Maintaining aucb 

bazardoWI wallte triggne MVI!ralrequiremente under RCRA. Att detailed below. were 

fAi11tt1> to eomply with theiiCI I'I!CfuUellleDtll ~ubjecla it to peDilltiea under RCRA. 

A. Firat Claim Cor Relief 

40 C.F.R. § 2G0.10 provides. in pllrt: 

[A] "HilJiltdo~ wute management \Ulit" ia a COII.tiguous are11. af land on 
or in which haltlltd.aua wal!tl! ie placed. at the Wltl!lt lll'tlli in which there 
!11 trigu.ifi.CIIIlt liktolihaod of mbill.t hazardous waste CIHiatituC!n.ta in the 
lllUIIt! area. Examples of baZill'llotU wBBte management units include a 
aurlace impoutlclment. a waste pile, a land treatment area. D. landfill cen 
an incilleratot, a tank ed ill! aaBOciated pipi11g and · underlying 
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conta.inment l!)'ltam IU1d a r:antai11ar storage area. I 
40 CFK § 260.10. Pondtl 5, 6, and 8A a.t the WCl'a Warren C..eilitt" 1ttt1 hazardous 

an subject to the pnwisions of RCR.A a.ad analogous state law. 

Under 42 U.S.C. § 6925(11) arid (a} and Ohio Rev. Code §§ 8734.0Z(li) 11.nd 

8784.04, the 011rnar llld operator of a huatdous waate ma21agemant unit is SJtohibitl!d 

from gperatinr a haurdous waste m8llllpmant tmit e*cept in accordance with 11. 

permit issUed pursWUlt to BCM. IU111!!111 the facility had interi.m etatus. 

The wastewater tnated, lltored, anddis!poUGd o!through the impoundment& was 

a ~solid waste,· wulir 40 C.F.R. § 261.2(a)(2). During periods from 1988 to 1993, the 

wastewater stored and disposed of by WCI in Ponds 5. 6, and GA, wu also hazardous 

waste because it eshibitsd the chatacte.tiM.ic of eonosivity, bll"ing 11 pH of 2 or less. 

Further, DefendBJI.t WCI has neither a permit issued pltts1Ul.Dt to the proviRi.aJla of 42 , 

u.s.c. § li925, Dar does wet haw i.bterim status. 

Defendant WCta operation of PandAS, 6, and 6A tlrithout a permit and without 

interim statua violates RCRA abd the federally approved hazardous w11.ate 

management program for the State oCOhio. Each cla.Y that WCI operated Pond5 5, 6. 

11nd 6A 'll'i.thout a ]H!tJIIit or withcntt interim atatUII is 11. separate violation of lf.CBA. 

B. Setal1ci Claim fur ltelief 

Ponds 5, G, and 6A were hazardoUJ waste ma.nageme:11t ut~.its nUring J;Jeriods 
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from 1988 to 1998. WCI oparatecl. these hazatdoua waste m;ma.p1:11ent units withtlu.t . 

iltclud.i.D.g these hrUII..!'doue wa.&te ttumagem.ent lilll.tll ini.D!' RCRA Patt A application, 

as reqUired by 40 C.:P'.R. § 270.18 and O.A.C. § 864.5-50-48, and without amending any 

RCRA Part A a.pplkation. 

Each day that tlefandiUI.t opet•ted Panda 5, 6. ud 6A Without mclu.ding theae 

hazard.ow wa&te management Ullitl in any Part A aP1Jlieation and. 11rithout IUII.endmg 

aey l>art A applieationiJ a aepara.b! violation of42 U.S.C. § 6980 aDd O.AC. § 8'145·1 

50...(8. 

C. third Claim for kelief 

WCI operated Ponds 5, 6, .and 6A ae hazardo11B waste mane.geDI.ellt units 

without including these hazatdou11 waste management Wlits in aey RCRA Part B 

applicatioll, and. without amending BJl1 RC:RA Part B application to include 

ito!ormll.tian p11rtllinlng to Ponds 5, 6, 111td 6A. 40 C.F.R. § 270.1( and O.A.C. § 314.5-50-

«. 
Each day tha.t WCl ope111.ted Panda 5. G, ed 6A 1111 hll:tllrdau5 w:u;te 

muapment unite \Vithoutmdudingtknae huatdouswa.ate ma.lla.gement units in MY 

RCRA Part B a.pplicaUon. and without ame21dillg lllU' RCM Part B a~Jplica.tion to 

i11.clude infonnatian pnrtaining to Ponds 5, 6 and 6A iJ a separate violation. 

D. Fourth Claim for &lief 
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Under U U.S.C. § ~S28(1,) and. 40 C.F.R. § 270.l(b), a party al110 may llDt store 

hazardoua \\'Ute m a allrfaca WlJiou.ndmeat mthaut a S~t~!'Diit or interiiD status. Ponds 

5, ~.and GA ate Pa\Ufaca impouftdmeil.ts" withitl the meanitl.g of 40 C.F.lt. § 260.10. 

Under 42 U.S.C. § 6925Cj), aulfateimpounclments l!lristingoD November 8, 1984, 

were required to nteet mlllttnum technological requirements tmless gtA11ted BD 

exentpt.ion by the U.S. EPA or the Statll.~~' · WCl did nut receive interi= statUB. All a 

Facility that did not have a petlDit and did not ha.Ye interim atatWI, WCI •aa :required 

to eea1111 accepting hnardoua waste and cammence clo•\111!. 40 C.P' .R. I 265.1(b). All 

explained earlier, the Court finds that Wet c:antinuRd to reeei11e hau.rdoue waste after 

it was uot eligible to do so. In contilluing to receive hazudoU!I substances, WCI 

violated RCRA. 

WCI continued aa:epting bazatdo1111 wastea at Ponds 6, 6. and SA. ""'"n though 

it failed to meat the tec:hnolosiw rtquirementa of 42 U.S.C. § 6924(o}(l)(A). WCI 

Esiled to clo11e Pwd8 5. 6, and 6A all -auired by 40 C.F.R. § 264.2.28 and O.A.C. § 374S.. 

5~-28. 

Jiill.ch da,y that WCI eontinund a~pting haz.rdoUB waste& at Ponds 5, 6 and 6A, 

even tltough it failed to ~nat t.he teclmologiea.J. requirements of 42 U .S.C- § 

8924(o)(l)(A) is a aeparate violation. 

E. ll'ifth Claim fur Relief 

'IP 42 U.S.C. § G924(a}. 
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Undor 40 C.F.ll. § Z84.112 and O.A.C § 3745-55·12. Wet, D.s tho owner ar 

' 
aplllB.ta:r of a bllZardcnlll waste managemenJ unit, was mquirod. to have a \Vtitten 

closure plau. Tho closum pll.ll.mU&t id.entify the stl!pa Deeded. tu per!dtm a pattial at-

6nal closure of the latili.ty. 

Defendant WCl failed to M'll! a Written cl<Jeura plan that identified the steps 

DI!CeB88.fY to perfbrm. prtttiat at 6na1 cloaura of Panels 5, 6, and GA. wet thus violated 

RCRA tlos\l%9 tequitemanta described at40 C.F.R.I264.112 and O.A.C. § 3745-55-12. 

Each day that WCl failed tu haVII a writtan doeun p}ll:ll that identified the steps 

n.eceseary tu perform partial at iinal dcmuJ of Ponds 5, 6, and 6A 

violation. 
. I 

F. Sixth Claim for Belief 

Under 40 C.F.R. §§ 2134:140. 264.151 aud O.A.C. §§ 3145-55·40 . 8745-55-51. 

WCl. '"' tbtoowner or operator of a hUilrli<Jw; wsu;te m:atul.gamllnt facility. -was tequizt!d 

to ha\'e a detailed wri.ttart estimate in current dollars of the cost of closing hazardous 

waste manag&~ment units. Wet was al&o required to ca121ply with the financial 

assurance pt0Vi&i0119 of 40 C.F. R. § 26U4Sil:lld O.A.C. § 8745-55-43. 

Defendant WCl has failed to I:O!IIply with the closlttt! ~ta and financial 

assurance ~quitl!ments of 40 C.FJt. Pllrl 264 and O.A.C. I 3745-55-40. 3745-55-51. 

Each day that WCt failed to have 11nd maintain a deWled written estimate, in o:urtent 

dal.l.at"6. of the cast a~ closing hazanl.aua waste management units to comply with the 
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The ownsr or operator a£ a aurfac:e impoundma11t is required trJ inBtall. nperate. 

andmaintailt a ground-watu monitoring ayate2D which utisfiea the criteri11 eont.ai.J!.ed 

at 40 C.P.R. Plltt 264, Subpart F, a.ad O.AC.I§ 3745-54-!m • S745-54-99and S745-l'i5-

01- 8746-56-02. D1aritagperiodR after NIIYember 8, 1!188, WC::I tailed to install, operate, 

and maintain a ground-•ater monitorillf ayatem that U~eets tha requirelllents of 40 

C.P'.R. Part 264, Subpart F. ed O.A.C. §5 874&·154-90 - 8745-55·02. 

The failure to operate such a ground-..-ater monitoring ayatem vio!llte!! RCRA 

a.Dd the federally approved hazardaua waste management program for the State of 

Ohio. 

H. Eighth ClaiUl fur Relief 

At tiUlea fro~ 1988 to 1998. Defendant WCI dispo~~ed of corrosive hazardous 

wute, haVing a JJ}t ofle1111 thau Ill' Clqual to lUI, from Ponds 5, S 11r SA. which did not 

meet the treattnent atandatda apeciiied at' O.A.C. i 8746-59-40 - 3145-59-43, in 

violatiora.a£40 C.F.lt. §I 268.32 and 268.SI;{a) and O.A.C.§I874S-59·32 and 3145-59-

85CA). 

In di8SJOaitlg of such waste, Wet f/iolated · RCllA and tho federally 11.pprnved 

hazardous 111'aste management ptogtatll fur the State of Ohio. 
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V. Penalty 

Under 42 U.S.C. § 69B8(a) a.nd (g), this Courl baa powat to enjoin Wet and to 

i111~oae civil ~eultiea fat l!ach violation of R.CRA and the. hazardous waste 

1111LD1lplllellt pmgram Cor the State of O!Do. Thill Colll't c:an impDBB panalti.l!a up tD 

$25,000 per day for each day of violation prior to Ja.nua:ry SO, 1997 and $27,500 fu~ 

ea.:h day ofviola&n t.h.erea.ftet. 

ln datermining the appropriate civil petteltiaa, the Court ~nlridora the! 

teriousnesa of the violation, what efforts wer11 made to comply with mg111a.tio~U:. the 

hatm cau!IIK1 by the violation, the ecanolll.i.c benefit derived from nonc:ompliatu:e, the 

violator's ability to pay, the goverrtment'l! conduct, and the clartty of the obligation 

involved. U~ Stat.u u. Ekm Hot.I.III!JJJGM!II, lm;_, 82 F.Sd 806, 815 {st'- Cir_ 1996). In 

d.eternWrill.g the penalty, this Court u.tcia&!lll ita diaen!tion. ld. (citing United Sttl.te• 

u. Midwut Srupensimt. rmd BrcJll!, 4!J F.ad 1197. 1205 (6"' Cit. 1995)). 

A. WCI'& Past Complitl!lce and Seriouliinesa ofthl! Violati.ott 

P't-o111 the tiUll! it a1111umed operation of the Warren Facility in 1988. WCl has 

denied that it meapd hazudOUII'A'astea in Ponda 5, B and SA. 9ecauRI! it denied it& 

managetnentofbazardous wastes. WCl failed to proVide notice to the U.S. EPA and 

th11 Staw that it managed hazardo\111 waetes in Ponds 5, 6 and SA aDd failed to obtain 

any penDit IJI' interim status undar :ltCRA for l:l11lD!le;ement of the b.uardO'Us waste it 

maintained in Ponds 5, 6, 11.11.d GA. 
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42 u.s.c. i fi926(a) prohibits the treatiD.e!l.t, storage or diapusal or huardaus 

wum .._pt in aecortlam:e with an authorized permit. Elc:o HnruewtJre~t,ln.r: .• 62 F.ad 

at 809. The receipt nf a pehllit, ud I!OIIlpliance with that petmit Bn! at the rote of thl! 

federal hazardous wute ID.ana.gea:nent sylltezn. Un.l~ Slates u. HeiU!r, 4 t.Sd 72S, 730 

(91L Cir. 1993) rlt ia fundaznental that an entity whieh pedbrrna a hazardous waste 

activity for •hieh a permit ill required tallder RCRA may not legally perform that 

activity llllleal!l it baa a permit tbr the relevaJt activity."). WCl's Failure to obtain a 

permit and to eamply with that permit dismearda RCltA'a "'cradle-to-gra'Ye' regulatoty 

structum overseeing tlu! allfe treatml!nt. atoral" and diapooal of hazardous waste." 

lln.ifed. Trlr:hn.nltlgiu Corp. u. EPA. 821 F.Zd 714, 716 (D.C. Cir. 1987). 

Yet. WCI haA made c:a.piW investments that haY!! imptoved environmentlll 

quality. By 1992. WCI had invested S1S5 million. in a eun.tinuoua cal!ter and ladle 

llll!tallurgical facility that loweted c:ast8a11d impl'OVed env:ironm.enW perfotlll&Dce.l111 
I 

In addition, WCI used a vigoroua tecyclittgpro~m and eliminated about 80,000 tons 

of ma.terillh that formerly Wl!ftt 1:1J s landfill. In 1996, the Ohio EPA repotted tha.t: 

"Wei has achieved an 86 pm:ent reduction in their toxie eheiD.ical releasee &om 1988 

to 1994 . , . 199-& •as WC1'11 moat )!roduCtive )"!ar ib. theit eight-)"!ar hilltoty. The 

facility increased praduetion by 6.11 p!!rcent over 1993 while tl!ducing tolric relell&e 

tolllD1iasion by 82.9 percent." In Match 1999, the EnYironiD.entalDeii!n&e Fund placed 

111 The a>nt!Juaou ea1ter and J.o.dle facility ollD!.iJtlted •pprmcia.•tel:f a hund.t.!d loos af air 
tk'll\lta.lllo pn year. 
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WCI iD the tap thitd of t.wenty integrated. steel mills in the nation for it& pollutidn 

control efforts. 

In •~art', while Defenda:at WCI failed to comply with RCRA 1:11qlrireme11t& 

as to Ponds 5, 6. and 6A, it othenorise made elrort& to n!tluc:e pollutiott. 

B. DiJcus&ion llf Hatm Clluaed by NonemnpliaDce 

The Court finds 11o 1:111dible evidettce of~ !used by Defe11dant Wet's RCRA 

viol11tioD8. F.ttst, though lonR·term efrects ofhaurd ua waRtow11ter may be re.tler::ted 
i 

in the sludge that oollectA in the beneath the wastewater, tb PlaiDtiff United States 

t!oea not allege that eludgo in the Panda eveT had a plt of 2.0 or below. 5Rcond. 

moDi toting wellB platad dowuet.re!UI:l from Ponds 5, 6, and 6A show no impact on the 

environmant resulting from the use of these pouds as Wllstewatet" ~atment units. 

Finally, the United Statea does hot allece that the Ponds eurten.tl;r C<~ntail1 wastewater 

with a )>H a£ 2.0 or &..1.!.. 

Where a prcman 11ia111.tion afRCRA doea not 111RWt in "the r::t"eatioh of a. situation 

.ith the potentill.l to 51!rlous1Y harm the environment." civil penalties have been 

aubstafltialht redUced. Ut&i~ Sidles u. Ldc:Jt..I!tduscrie&, Inc: .• 1990 WL 261387, '"4 

(W.D. Mich. J1111e 2Z, 1990). thua, in determilling an appropriate penalty. tbio Court 

takes il:lto r::o11sideratio11 the faet that Wet's use o£Pmda 6, 6, a.nd GA has110t tesultad 

in lltiY harm to human health or the environment. 
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C. Economic :benefit 1121d Caat.R Srtveli 

The Court alBD tansideta the ecollblnic benefit derived by WCI aa the result of 

its fa.iluttt to comply with ReM. On this issue, the partie!! aha:rply diaagree. 

The Plaintiff' United States flays that WCI benefitted becauee it avoided 

ext>ending mobiea to cluBB l'oa.da 5, G, and SA~ including dredging, disposll} oi dredged 

materiala, and backfi11iltg the pollds. The United States ngues that WCI belll!fitted 

because it wu othl!nri~ required to imtell taW to store wutewa.ter with low pH; to 

set up a groundwater mobitoring pn~gra.m: and to provide a ~:losute and post closlll'e 

plaa. tugetherurith n.eessaryfinancialasaurance. The Uuited StaU!1 sayB WCI delayed. 

or awided expendibg m011.iea fur theBe purpos~>s and teCI!iitt!d an economic benefit_ 

In aeekint to qua~:~tify thia benefit, the United States eays the benefit ehould he 

li:Jeaaured as the eumat value aftbe taJ~ital eost of th.e vsritlua expenditures needed 

to avoid RCRA violatiDDS, and tha IIJUIUal oparaUng ecste that •auld have attended 

earlier compliance, all exptess~<d in tochly's dollars. 

Plaintiff United States d.aimli th!lt Dl!fendant WCI J:acaived a toto.lll<!Onomie 

benefit or approximately S!U million. Ar.mrding to the United States, the delayed 

ca1>ital e:q,eaditure11 gave WCl a $6,4.21,000 bl'nefitan.d the avoidance ofupetllting and 

maintenance l!l'sts p.vtt WCI a $2,831.000 benefit_ 

In reaching its position that WCI obtld.ned l!tDnom.ic be11efit of $9.1 million, the 

Urtited States relies on ~~&veral core assumptions. The Ullited States relle!! upon the 

ngument that remeliiation required movln!f the majority rJf the sludges from their 
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current locatioat: ed depolliting them i11 a toxic waste liiapm;al s:ite. 1£ the sludge did 

11ot have to be remavttd, WCI did nat teceive the benefit of$2,615.102 fi::lr the dredging 

and barlrfilling c.fthe impmau.dml!tlte and $3,696,6SO for its cllilposal. 

The Court finds credible Wet's tsrumony that l'ondR 5, G. and aA are subject to 

a risk- bll.lilld clastlt'U that giws causideration to hum.e heo.lth and the environment. 

Under such a clas~. the sludge would be lsft in place, it would be stabilized, rutd a 

~t Ylould be plaCI!d upcm it. Such a riak-baRI!tl cluaure might itl.val,.e :tttc.vfng the 

sludges from Panda 6 UJtcl BA to l'wtd 5, and then putting a ca,.er on Pond 5. A ri11k• 

ba&edclosure would be significantly lese expensive than the dredging and removal plan 

proposed by the Unitsd Statse. Dr. Katllleth Wise testified t111dibly that a risk-based 

resulted in a present value econo111ic benefit of$732,066, including the c:ost<lf a storage 

tank. 

D. Preel!nt V aluu Determination 

Aa to thu IICOttomic benefit derived by WCI from delayedCOillplianr:e •ith RCRA. 

the partitll! also dispute what rate should bl! und to detennine the prusent value ofthe 

benefit. The l'lai!lti.fr United States claims that this Court should use a weighted 

average coat of c:apital tate Df 8.5 p!!ll:ellt for both past amounts benefitted and filr 

future benodita. 

tn contrast. the nefendant WCI suggellt& that the rata Rhould be different for 

both past ttdfll.ture benefit.· Fat paAt ClD&ts. WCI aug1J8&tl! the use of an aftBT·I:ax. risk-
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free rate is c:otteet. WCI argues that nu uncertainty attend& the B.ttlount and the risk· 

free return ia the ol'l],y l!conomic benefit that a contpiUI¥ earns fro11:1 delaying a.n 

exlJenditltte. WCI argues that S1'ly returtt above the rillk-f'ree rate does not reflect. 

delay, but inatl!ad tefl.l!c;ta risk. 

Aa to future benefit, WCl says there is uncertainty. Futur~ benefi.ta 11.te not risk 

free. A& a. result. WCI says a discount rate ref111ding thill risk should h!! used. 

Specifically, WCI argues that tuture beDI!fitashauld be eoznputed by using an after-tux 
I 

corporate bomwiDg :ate. WCI suggeats a 9.6'% rat& should be uaed. hued upon the 

current yield o£ WCI bond!'. 

The central iuue il!l whether a rate reflecting riak should be used as to past 
I . 

benefit!! cu obligatio11s. Any return above the risk-free rat~ds l'arned not from delay 
' 

but by aaauming :riak, and theref'ote ill not properly considered econotnic benl!fi.t £rom 
I 

noncompliance. :131'!Callae thia amauut is kni!Wn and the exiattnce and solvency of the 

patty is also know11, it ill inappropriate to increase the rate to reflect risk. As to this 

iiJAUIO. the Court finda Defelldant WCI ·s araument to be lnOitl petlluasivl". Af'tet 

oblll!rvi.DR the testimony of all tho BXJH!rlll, the Court finds wcr!l eXpert Kenneth Wise 

moat credible. 

In determiaing eCIInomie benefit, the Coutt thei:C!fore finds an after·ta:lt, risk-

frl!e rate iB correct. 

E. Period !Dr Deterz:oinatiCJn of Eooncnnie Benefit. 
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For detehllil1ing I!CCI!Iomie h!!tletit, tho Plaintiff Umt:ed States says that 

c:omputatidll ehould acctue £rotn the initiJ dates of li.O:tiC:OZI:lPlianOR until aetual 

complill!lce ia &cbie-wed. Thua, the Unitad Statag atguea that aeonomic be:alliit ehould 

be calculated from Navember 1988, the first date of no:amrnpliece. 

RCRA encamp use& both cuttent and continuing violations, even if the latter 

originated in aetiriti.l!fl tJCtUtting belbrR the applicable data of the etatute. Sl4te 11. PVS 

Chemiccds, !ne., 50 F. Supp.2d 171. 180 (W.D.N.Y. 1998). Thus, there is little doubt 

that the Court may caneidu WCl"R condu11t prior to May 11. 1993, to determine 

whether WCl is subject to, and viola~. RCRA. 

ltmorever, the asaessmant of a civil fine fat euth a violation is limited by the 

federal statute oflimitationsfou.tJ.din 28 U.S.C. § 2482: 

Except as othe1'111il!e prtn'id.nd by Act of Congress, an action, ENit or 
ptoeel!dittg for the e!Jforcement of uy civil fine, ... [or] penalty ... shall 
not be ettte:rtailled llllless ~:~~mmanced \Within live ytllrS from thll date 
\Vhen the claim first acctUI!d. 

28 U.S.C. § 2462. Thus, while the eoonomk bellllfit WCl received &um violating JtCRA 

prior to May 11, 1993 may be tRl11vant to an e:XIIlllituliion of the Rlttent ofthR ~olatioM. 

the scope of injW1dive relief, and WCI's ggod faith in remedying known 1riolations, it 

ill tl.Ut determinatiVe of this Cuurl'a aBBBBBJDBllt Uf a fine. 

F. Ability to Pa,y 

The Plain tift t1nited States arul Defgndant Wet dispute WCl's abilitY: to pay a 

substlUitial pe11alty. The Umted State& argUed that Wet could and. should pay a 
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penalty of $84 million. In major psrt, the Unitecl Sta.tao ba!ll!s this position upon 

ti!J:tam high dividends that WCl paid ita corporate owner in recent Yl!ll!'S. 

WCI challenps ito ability to pay 1111t:h a penalty with impunity. WCI says it 

needi to i!J.YI!at 140 million in capitalatmualJ.y and thia investment wolll.d he illl.paited 

by auch 11 penalty. 

WCI haa made profif11 in aome l'!ltent yearil. llovtever, it fitm11 inctsaaed 

competition, especlallyclttting b111ine11s downturns, &amnumerouaeompetitors. P'irttt. 

c:h89JI Asian steel hu fle~oded the U.S. and world markt!ts. Aa a. result, U.S. steel 

imPttrta mcreaaed SS'K &om 1997 to 1998, despite the faet that 1997 itelf recorded 

high imi!Orf11. Aa a reault of thee imports ari the conl.!l!qllBtl.t competition. ptitx.s will 

remain. low. with lower Pfllfit martins.• 

Semn.d, ttlini-tnill capacity has also increued, resulting in lower pric:etl and 

marg:in11. 1'his problem ill likely to continUe. 

Third. thia price competitiou with rc!sulting presaun on margins has occurred 

duri21g 11. tim~> of l!!:l>nomit! I!SlllUllitm. Whl!n/ th" Uu!vitable dowD.turn DI:I:Ul'B. the 

pressure on produt:era wi11 incteue. All an unaffiliated operation, WCI will likelY face 

even greatet preuure during the next l!ilntraction. 

Operatiiut income, after takme awo.yU!ttelatl!d financial upe1111es, declined &om 

$77 million ($58 per ttm) in 1997 to $62 million ($44 per ton) in 1998. For the most 

recent quarter, ending January 31. 1999, WCl's uperating income waa a $613,000 1oM 

'!N Hat roU...t atl!el J>ticesl!~d ftdall $21>.!12 per 1011 p!IUD.Ii8 ill.l9!1& ta SZ2.46 in 1998. to $18_1.1! 
in 1991, and to shiJdt S14 in lHB. 
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compared to a $14,279.000 profit in the first quarter of tho ptllvitJUs year. Capital 

expenditums declined. i'rom $39.9 mUlinD in 1997, to $35.4 mlllitJn in199G, to $15.6 

million in 1998. 

Taken as a whole. the Court linds that Domndant WCI does not have ability bl 

pay anY 11igni6.ca.nt penalty and remain extant in the long term. Simply put, the Court 

t:teditl testimony that WCI &.c:ealone: odds for survival in an industty characterized. 

by exce&e capacity, UZ1%11Btrained. dumping by foreign prod\lCBtll, and unoertain future 

d.emand in the nest downturn. 

G. The Govetnme.l1t's Conduct 

In fashiotting a penalty, the Cautt considl'!m the goval1lttlent's eo11duct. Since 

1981, the Ohio t:I?A has condueted at lust h1111Ive halard.ou.s waste compliance 

iJulpuctiors.s of the WCl facility. After making the~ in&pectioD.G, the Ohio EPA did not 

allege that Pot~do 5, 6, ll.Dd GA were hazardous waste u.nits aubjeet to RCRA. Irs. 1993, 

the Ohio EPA gavo WCI a RCRA Part B permit fbr the 11l:orage of acid prior to 

recycling. 

The U.S. EPA also inspected WCl's !acillty under the Clean W:lter Act and 

RCRA in 1990, 1991, end 1992. After eondueting these in11peetiona, the U.S. EPA 

intlpecbore did not allege that the Pond!! Will'!! hazardous .,aste units. 

:&ginDihg in MIIY 1993, the U.S. EPA tnade a •multim.edill" inspection at wct·s 

W o.nen fAcility. Thi.& multimedia in!lpeclioft was made under the Cleu W a tel' Ac;t. the 
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ClGIUl Air Ac:t. RCRA. a.ud the Toxic Substances Cantrol Act. Shortly a&r conducting 

this inapi!Cticm, the U.S. EPA requested docwnentR &om WCl 

By eulY apring. 1994. Daf'endant wet had produced documents requested hy 

the U.S. EPA. With this production, Wet gave the U.S. EPA the ''Turn Audita" f'ot111s 

recording the readings fn1111 the pH ml!tt!tsliiCII.ted at the aeration iltfluent box, the 

aeration tank. the rapid m.tt tank. and the No. a clllrilier. This data refiocted readings 

every t•o home from September 1, 1988. The Tum Audita also reflected the Mcotds 

t1ftha grab sampl!! pH tlli!BS\lt1!1tlents !Or Pond B influent wa!ltewater. 

Daapite hav:ittg thi11 mCJ&t ilnpoztant evidance in early 1994, the government 

delayed fitmg this action until Ms.y 11, 1998. The goventment d~>layed filing even 

though it had ti111d a Cll!an Water Allt action agllinst WCI in J\ttle 1995.!!' The U.S. 

EPA delayed filing even though the EPA and WCI had tl!ached a settlement of the 

qJean Water Ad auit in April1998 abd even though th!lt eettlement mad!! provisiol:l. 

!Or the temediaticm of Pond 6 and to fill in Pond 8A. 

As deBCribed above. the goverllZD.ent dela.Yed resolution of thia d.i!!putu. First. the 

government delayed investigation of WCl'a wt~.Stewator handling methods despite 

knowledge that Wet UBI!d promBI!M that are acidic. While RCRA requin>s self· 

reporting, the goVI!l'nmant'a inattenticm d!!la,y.!d this aeticm. 

Second. evea •hen it had suapidon ed necei!IIU'Y itlformation, the United 

States delll)'l!d this action more than four Yalll'l!l- lvlotf!over, it dl!ls.yed thia action 

lD' V11il~rl SIGtau. lft:l S'-1. lftC., Civil ActiDil Ne~, 4:9&CV144ll (N.J), Ohill). 
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despite expending large tl!i!OUtcell ibr diacove-ry in the 1995 Clean Water Act case and. 

despib! lll!ttlement 11fforts it1 that cas11. 

Th11 gcnoarnma~;~.t'll d11lay and the IIJ1terhment'a splitting uf cause" or aetion are 
. I 

taken into aet:Ount in aetting the penalty imposed upon WCI. Ul1.fted Str1tes u. 

BethWtem. Steel Corp .. 829 F.Supp. 1041. 1056·68 (N.D. Ind. 1998). "[C]ourte should 

nspond to EPA's undue 11gency dalll)' hy reducing penalties it1 an enforcement action 

in order to counteract any incentive the agency might h.ave to place itself in a superior 

litigati11g SIOtdtion." United Sbst.ls IJ. Murine BhtJle Pnn:esso,.s, 81 F.Sd 1329, 1837 (5th 

Cit. 1996). 

H. Peualty Finding 

The tJDitl!d Statl!s tectuestll a per diem panalty ti:lr each violation. This Court 

1lril.1 not do ao as it ill within this Court's diccntion to determine the total amount of 

penalty that WClahould psy. Howevet, the Court er~Miden the total days o£ violatian 

in 11etti.l>.g the penalty. Befhlehf!m Steel Corp., 829 F. Supp. at 105G (citing United 

Stotes (EPA,) u. Enuiroii.IMn.fal WGitl! Control, lRC., 710 F. Supp. 1112, 1242 (N.D. lnd. 

1989)). The Court doos not uaume a $25,000 or $27,500 per day fine hut rather viewn 

the evident~~ in total to daterndne a single penalty. Insetting the penalty, the Court 

recogni3'!11 that detetrente is the maJor purpose of 11. civil penalty. ld. 

After conbidering Deiiuu!ant WCl'a violations, the econ()lllic benefit it has 

obtained. the govetnment'a undue dC!lay in bringihg this action, the Court he~by 
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B.MeSIIes a civil peiU!lty ap.ibst WCI ill the a.moW!.t ofSl ZDilliDJl. 

I. l!ljllnctift Relief 

42 U.S.C. § G928(a) givea the l>laintifl1 United States the power to file a civil 

action to aMain aJipropris.te relief. 'l'he telief sought can include a temporary or 
J 

perZDanent injunction. ~ . 

NorZDally, to obtain illjunctive te.lil!£ ·a party must proVC! that tbere ia no 

adequate remedy at law. that the plaiutift may aufter an irreparable in.fuzy if an 

illjun.ction ill not gtanted attcl that tho baluce of t&e equities juatifiea an injunction. 

Howe-ver. wheu the £0\'l!rttZDent brinp the actibn and shows that an activity endangers 

publie health, injunctive relief ill pzopar urithout undertaking a hal&llc::ing of the 

aquitiea. Enuironlr&I!Atal De{l!rul! Fu:nd, ln.c. v. LrJJnphier, 714 F.2d 331, M'l-38 C4th 

Cir.1983); United Slufa 11 • .&tlt.lt!hem. Steel Corp., 88 F.Sd 862, 868 ('7a. Cir. 1994). In 

eases of public health legislation, the etnphaais shiflos fro111 consideration of irreparable 

itljmy to concern tor the geueral public interest. It! 

The t121ited State!! d.oel!l tlot allege that Ponds 5, &, and 8A Ctlttt!lltly contain 

waatewamr with a pH o£2.0 or below. There have been no i.ntluent probe readings of 

2.0 or below after 1995. Tha eludge lining Panda 6, B, lllld SA does not have a plt of 2.0 

or lower and there is no evidence that it aver did have such a low pH. Cottaequently, 

the t11tited Sta~s· requeat Jbr illjUilttiYe relief does not pUtJ!ort to correct ontJOing 

eanditiorul that potte lUI)' tytle of public health rillk or risk to the environm.e11t. 

50 

910-o i9/D9'd IVI-l S33troo-•o'' wdgs:so 88-SZ-1'0 



Case No. 4:98-CV-1082 
G11rin, J. 

ln daciding whether the atrc!ng re111edy of i.njunetiw relief should. be gi\l'en, the 

Court is most IXI:Ilcerned •ith whether this relief is nemssrary to &top the danpr that 

l:llight reaultftom YittlatioiHI o£RC:n.A. !ipl!cifk•ll;y. ie itl,junctivl! re1iefnecaiiBittY to stop 

Wet fm11:1. ruceiving, baudling, or dinpoain~afc:mrosive wastes into Pond!IS. 6.11nd GA? 

ln ~taru:ea where liD e\lidence shows that corroaive wutes have been present in 

Ponds 5, 6, and 8A aillee at least 1996, the Court finds that injunctive relief is not 

necessary. 

As doBt:tibsd abave, tluJ Plaintiff United Sttaum filed an adion in June 1995, 

alle~g Clean Water Ac:t \l'iolatiOnll.nth regatd l'onds 5, 6, and SA[ With :regard to\ 

that action, the Unitsd States u&ed th_:_same basic: allid~ that. it uses in this c.ase.~ 

Ths United States thM settled this Clean Water Act caee. As part ofthia settlement, 

tlu! United States llgtead to a Consent lJec:ree. ln that Consent Deereo, the United 

States agreed th11.t WCI11hould iltBtllllalinet in Pond 6 and to fill in Pond 6A. Given 

the United States's agreesnent thott Wet install a liner, it is inronsl.stent to now argue 

that Pond 6 muat be closed to pri!serve publie health. 

Finding that the Pl11.mtiJfUDited States fails to show any imtttinnnt threat to 

health or the en11irontnent. the Court denies the United States request for inj11nctive 

relief. 

VI. CONCLUStON 

Fot the reaaons stated heraUt. tha Ca1.1tt assesses a $1 million fine agaiMt 
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Defl!ndi.J1t WCI. T.he Court fincla injunctive !'!!lief mapprapriatl! in this l:llse. 
I 

Acc:otdingly, this action ill terminated punuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 68. 

IT IS SO ORJJERED. 

Date: Ot:tobl!r 22, 1999 

U.S. District Court 
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IN THE UNI'l'tD STATES DISTlU.G'i' f;9.., . . 
F'OR 'l'HE NoR1'ltE:ltN DISTIU'MJeP . ''\ •"F ''Itt 

EASTERN DMS113-N ......... 
. ·-A 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA. ) CASE NO. 4:98-CV-1082 
) 

Plaintiff. 

.... 

WCI STEEL, lNC., 

De£endmZI.t. 

) 
) 
) Judgs James S. Gwin 
) 
) 
) 

} ORDER 
) 

The Coutt has enteted its fiZldinga o£ fact and tol!clueions oflaw in the ahove-

captioned case. For the rea&ona set forth therein, tho Court otders De£eno:l.ant WCl 

Steel, lnc. to pay a eivil fine of $1 million. ,inding that WCI'e RCRA violations pose 

no threat to the public health, the Co~ttt o:l.enies the United States' request fur 

injun.clive relief. 

Accordingly, this action iii termi&ted purl!llant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 58. 

lT IS SO OR'DEREb. 

nate: October 22, 1999 
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OHIO 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

WCI STEEL, INC., 

Defendant. 

) 
) 

) CIVIL ACTION NO. 4:98CV1082 
) 
) 

) JUDGE JAMES S. GWIN 
) 
) 
) 
) 

_____________________________ ) 

UNITED STATES' MOTION IN LIMINE 
FOR ADMISSION OF SUMMARIES OF VOLUMINOUS DOCUMENTS 

The United States moves this court for an order that its 

summaries of pH monitoring data compiled by Defendant, 

Plaintiff's Exhibits 1, 1a, 1b, 1c, 1d, 1e, 1f, 1g, 1h, 1i, 1j, 

lk, 2, 3, and 4 attached hereto, shall be deemed admitted into 

evidence at trial pursuant to Rule 1006 of the Federal Rules of 

Evidence. 

td 
Dated: June 2__, 1999 



OF COUNSEL: 

DEIRDRE F. TANAKA 
Assistant Regional Counsel 
US EPA - REGION 5 
77 West Jackson Blvd. 
Chicago, IL 60604-3590 
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Assistant Attorney General 

En~~~ural Reaourcee 

D ENAYE L. HOUSTON 
FRANCIS J. BIROS 
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Environmental Enforcement Section 
Environment & Natural Resources 

Division · 
U.S. Department of Justice 
P.O. Box 7611 . 
Washington, D.C. 20044 
(202) 514-3906 

EMILY M. SWEENEY 
United States Attorney 
Northern District of Ohio 

ARTHUR I. HARRIS 
Bar No. 0027128 
Assistant United States Attorney 
Northern District of Ohio 
1800 Bank One Center 
600 Superior Avenue 
Cleveland, OH 44114 
(216) 622-3711 
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OHIO 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

WCI STEEL, INC. , 

Defendant. 

) 
) 
) CIVIL-ACTION NO. 4:98CV1082 
) 

) JUDGE JAMES S. GWIN 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) ________________________________ ) 

MEMORANDUM OF LAW IN SUPPORT OF 
UNITED STATES' MOTION IN LIMINE 

FOR ADMISSION OF SUMMARIES OF VOLUMINOUS DOCUMENTS 

Plaintiff, United States of America, on behalf of the 

Administrator of the Environmental Protection Agency ("EPA") , 

submits this Memorandum of Law in support of its Motion in Limine 

For Admission of Summaries of Voluminous Documents. 

INTRODUCTION 

In the forthcoming trial for civil penalties and injunctive 

relief in this civil action, the United States intends to establish 

that WCI Steel, Inc. ("WCI") has violated the Resource Conservation 

and Recovery Act, 42 U.S.C. § 6901 et seq. ("RCRA"), by treating, 

storing and disposing of hazardous waste without a permit in three 

unlined surface impoundments, designated as Ponds 5, 6 and 6A, at 

its Warren, Ohio steel manufacturing facility, by failing tb close 



the surface impoundments, and by failing to meet certain other 

applicable requirements under RCRA. 

As part of its case-in-chief, the United States intends to 

establish that WCI treated, stored and disposed of wastewater 

generated by WCI's process lines in the unlined surface 

impoundments and that this wastewater routinely exhibited a pH of 

2.0 s.u. or less. Wastewater with a pH of 2.0 s.u. or less is a 

characteristic hazardous waste under RCRA due to its corrosivity. 

40 C.F.R. § 26l.22 and Ohio Administrative Code § 3745-5l-22. 

The surface impoundments are part of WCI's wastewater 

treatment system. The wastewater from the process lines is first 

channeled through WCI' s sewer system to Pond 5 for oil-water 

separation. From Pond 5, the wastewater is directed to Pond 6 

through a submerged gravity pipe. From Pond 6, the wastewater is 

pumped to WCI' s Central Treatment Plant ( "CTP") where it is treated 

before being discharged to the Mahoning River. Pond 6A collects 

seepage from Pond 6. The'wastewater from Pond 6A is pumped back to 

Pond 6. 

A pH probe continuously monitors the pH of the wastewater as 

it enters the CTP from Pond 6 ("influent probe"). Each day, and as 

often as every hour, WCI' s CTP operators record, among other 

things, the pH readings indicated by the influent probe on forms 

colloquially known as Central Treatment Plant Turn Audits ("Turn 

Audits"). On occasion, the CTP operators take grab samples of the 

wastewater as it enters the CTP to determine whether the influent 
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probe is providing accurate readings. The CTP operators also 

record the pH of the grab sample on the Turn Audits. 

The United States intends to establish that WCI illegally 

treated, stored and disposed of hazardous waste in the surface 

impoundments, in part, through the use of WCI's Turn Audits and the 

pH information contained therein. crhe United States is prepared to 

present to the Court literally thousands of individual Turn Audit 

forms prepared and maintained . by WCI and containing tens of 

thousands of data points documenting both the pH-of the wastewater 

as it entered the CTP from Pond 6 as indicated by the influent 

probe, and the pH of corresponding grab samples taken of the same· 

waste streams. 

The United States is seeking a ruling in limine that the 

United States may prove that WCI illegally treated, stored and 

disposed of hazardous waste in the surface impoundments, in part, 

through the admission of summaries of the information contained in 

the Turn Audits, rather than through the underlying documents, 

pursuant to Rule l006 of the Federal Rules of Evidence. That Rule 

provides that the contents of voluminous documents, which cannot 

conveniently be examined in court, may be presented to the Court in 

the form of a summary. 

In order to conserve the judicial resources which would be 

necessary to examine the contents of thoujlands of documents 

containing tens of thousands of data points, and to assist the 

Court in its evaluation of the government's proof, the United 

States has prepared summaries of these documents {"Turn Audit 
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summaries 11 or 11 summaries 11
) • Along with these summaries, and 

attached hereto at Tab 1, is the Declaration of Michael Beedle, the 

person who prepared the summaries and who can testify as to their 

accuracy ("Beedle Decl. ") 

As explained in the Declaration of Michael Beedle at ~ 17, 

there is a separate summary for each of the following: The Number 

and Distribution of pH Measurements, WCI Central Treatment Plant 

Influent From Pond No. 6, By Year and Total, 1988-1998 (Exhibit 1); 

Number and Distribution of pH Measurements,-WCI.Central Treatment 

Plant Influent From Pond No. 6, By Month And Total Year (Exhibits 

la, 1b, lc, ld, le, lf, lg, lh, 1i, 1j and 1k); Number of Days with 

pH Measurement of 2 or Below, WCI Central Treatment Plant Influent 

From Pond No. 6, By Month and Year, 1988-1998 (Exhibit 2); Number 

of Days with pH Measurement of 1.7 or Below, WCI Central Treatment 

Plant Influent From Pond No. 6, By Month and Year, 1988-1998 

(Exhibit 3); and the Differences Between pH Measurements: Probe 

Readings vs. Grab Samples, WCI Central Treatment Plant Influent 

From Pond No. 6, 1995-1998 (Exhibit 4). Declarant Beedle describes 

in his Declaration, and is prepared, if necessary, to testify at 

trial, how these summaries were generated, and to explain the 

underlying documentation upon which he .relied. 

For the reasons set forth herein, the United States 

respectfully requests that the Court admit as evidence at trial, 

pursuant to Rule 1006 of the Federal Rules of Evidence, the Turn 

Audit summaries prepared by the United States. 

4 



ARGUMENT 

Courts have long held that where records are voluminous, an 

oral or written summary of the records may be received into 

evidence, as long as the underlying records are admissible and have 

been made available to the opposing party. See, ~. Burton v. 

Driggs, 87 U.S. (20 Wall.} 125, 136 (1873} (where documents could 

not conveniently be examined in court, testimony summarizing their 

contents was admissible}; United States v. Bray, 139 F.3d 1104 (6th 

Cir. 1998}; Martin v. Funtime, Inc., 963 F:2d 110, 115 (6th Cir. 

1992}; United States v. Campbell, 845 F.2d 1374, 1381 (6th Cir.}, 

cert. denied, 488 U.S. 908 (1988}; United States v. Scales, 594 

F. 2d 558, 563 (6th Cir.}, cert. denied, 441 U.S. 946 (1979} . 

Rule 1006 was adopted in 1975, codifying this long-standing 

practice of admitting summaries. Rule 1006 provides that: 

The contents of voluminous writings, recordings or 
photographs which cannot conveniently be examined 
in court may be presented in the form of a chart, 
summary, or calculation. The originals, or 
duplicates, shall be made available for examination 
or copying, or both, by other parties at reasonable 
time and place. The court may order that they be 
produced in court. 

The Rule manifests an intent that courts not be burdened with 

voluminous quantities of documentary evidence, where the relevant 

content of that evidence can accurately and conveniently be 

presented to the fact finder in the form of a summary. See United 

States v. Scales, 594 F.2d at 562. 1 The courts have interpreted 

1 See also United States v. Harmas, 
(11th Cir. 1992}; United States v. Duncan, 
(5th Cir. 1990}, cert. denied, 500 U.S. 926 
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Rule 1006 as "treating summaries as evidence under circumstances 

where, in the court's discretion, examination of the underlying 

documents in a trial setting cannot be done conveniently." United 

States v. Atchley, 699 F.2d. 1055, 1059 (11th Cir. 1983) (internal 

quotation and citation omitted) . 2 

The proponent of a summary must establish the following for 

the summary to be admitted into evidence: (1) the underlying 

documents are voluminous; (2) the underlying documents have been 

made available to all parties; (3) the underlying documents are 

themselves admissible; ( 4) the summary is accurate and 

nonprejudicial; and (5) the summary has been properly introduced 

through foundation testimony of the witness who supervised its 

preparation. United States v. Bray, 139 F.3d at 1109-10. The 

United States has met all of the requirements for admissibility of 

its summaries. 

A. The Underlying Documents Are Voluminous 

Under Rule 1006, the underlying documents are "voluminous" if 

the documents "cannot be conveniently examined in court . " 

1 
( •.• continued) 

admitted summaries stating that, "[t]he underlying records were 
undisputably voluminous, consisting of hundreds of exhibits. 
Examination of the individual records would have been burdensome 
and time-consuming without the aid of summaries."); United States 
v. Stephens, 779 F.2d 232, 239 (5th Ci:JT. 1985); Needham v. White 
Laboratories. Inc., 639 F.2d 394, 403 (7th Cir.), cert. denied, 
454 U.S. 927 (1981); United States v. Johnson, 594 F.2d 1253, 
1255 (9th Cir.), cert. denied, 444 U.S. 964 (1979); United States 
v. Massachusetts Maritime Academy, 762 F.2d 142, 157 (1st Cir. 
1985) . 

2 Whether this Court accepts into evidence the Turn Audit 
Summaries prepared by the United States is clearly within the 
Court's discretion. United States v. Bray, 139 F.3d at 1109. 
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The United States need not show that it is literally impossible for 

the court to examine all underlying records . See e.g. , United 

States v. Bray, 13 9 F. 3d at 1109; Unj ted States v. Campbell, 845 

F.2d at 1381 (rejecting defendant's argument that rule 1006 

inapplicable where jury could have examined every document) ; United 

States v. Briscoe, 896 F.2d 1476,-1495 (7th Cir. 1990) (summaries 

of voluminous documents admissible as an aid to the jury and an 

efficient method for identifying exhibits); R & R Associates, Inc. 

v. Visual Scene, Inc., 726 F.2d 36, 37-38 (1st Cir. 1984) (summary 

of voluminous documents admissible as "the only practicable means 

of making their contents available to judge and jury") (internal 

quotation and citation omitted) . 

The underlying documents at issue in this motion are clearly 

"voluminous." As explained by Declarant Beedle, there are 

literally thousands of Turn Audit records. For the period 

September 1, 1988 through August 9, 1990, there are three Turn 

Audit sheets per day, each one reflecting an 8-hour shift by a CTP 

operator. For the period August 10, 1990 through July 31, 1998, 

there is a Turn Audit sheet for each day. The records fit easily 

within the generally-held understanding of 

e.g., ·united States v. Bray, 139 F.3d 

"voluminous. 11 

at 1110 (assuming 

approximately 1,200 forms to be "voluminous" for purposes of Fed. 

R. Evid. 1006). 

In addition to the voluminous documents themselves, the data 

contained in the documents are voluminous. Throughout the period 

September 1, 1988 through February 22, 1995, CTP operators recorded 
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the influent probe pH reading on the Turn Audit sheets 12 times per 

day. Throughout the period February 23, 1995 through July 31, 

1998, the CTP operators recorded the influent probe pH reading on 

the Turn Audit sheets 24 times per day. As a result, there are 

tens of thousands of data points reflected in the Turn Audits. 

Indeed, there are over 11,000 data points of 2 s.u. or less for the 

pH of the wastewater as it entered the CTP from Pond 6 reflected in 

the Turn Audits. To introduce for analysis each underlying 

document would be both time consuming and impractical. The Turn 

Audit summaries will substantially reduce the burden of analyzing 

the underlying Turn Audit documents at trial. 

Moreover, the Turn Audit summaries identify for the Court some 

of the pertinent information on which the United States intends to 

rely in demonstrating that WCI illegally treated, stored and 

disposed of hazardous waste in the surface impoundments. 

Consistent with the purposes underlying Rule 1006, the Turn Audit 

summaries will alleviate the burden of evaluating each· underlying 

document, and will remove the Court's onerous responsibility of 

evaluating each underlying document, and serve as a meaningful tool 

to streamline the trial proceedings. 

B. The Underlying Records, As Records of WCI, Are Readily 
Available to WCI for Inspection 

Rule 1006 requires that the documents forming the basis of the 

summary "shall be made available for examination or copying, or 

both, by other parties at reasonable time and place." The 

underlying documents in this case are the Turn Audit forms that WCI 
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itself prepared and produced to the United States. Thus, plaintiff 

has met its obligations under Rule 1006 to make the documents 

available. See e.g .. C.L. Maddox. Inc. v. The Benham Group, Inc., 

88 F.3d 592, 601 (8th Cir. 1996). 

C. The Underlying Records are Admissible 

The parties have stipulatecf to both the authenticity and 

admissibility of the Turn Audits as business records of WCI, 

pursuant to Rules 901 and 803 (6), respectively, of the Federal 

Rules of Evidence. 

D. The Summaries are True and Accurate 

The Turn Audit summaries truly and accurately, and in a non-

prejudicial manner, summarize the data contained in the Turn 

Audits. See Beedle Decl. at 37. The summaries are not embellished 

in any way. They simply distill the voluminous data contained in 

the Turn Audits to a format that allows for more substantive 

analysis. Declarant Beedle will be available to testify to these 

facts if required by the Court. 

E. The United States has Laid a Proper Foundation for the 
Summaries 

In the attached Declaration, Declarant Beedle describes in 

detail the process through which the summaries were generated and 

checked for accuracy. He has also authenticated each summary 

through his Declaration.. If requested by the Court, however, the 

United States is prepared and willing to produce all the documents 

that underlie the Turn Audit summaries and to have declarant Beedle 
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testify in person concerning the generation of the summaries. 

CONCLUSION 

The Turn Audit summaries are true, accurate and authentic 

representations of the underlying documents and meet all of the 

requirements of Federal Rule of Evidence 1006. Therefore, the Turn 

Audit summaries should be admitted into evidence by the Court. 

Dated: June 2J. 1999 

Respectfully submitted, 

LOIS J. SCHIFFER 
Assistant Attorney General 
Environment & Natural Resources 

Divieio~ 

DR~. HOUSTON 
FRANCIS J. BIROS 
MATTHEW A. FOGELSON 
Environmental Enforcement Section 
Environment & Natural Resources 

Division 
U.S. Department of Justice 
P.O. Box 7611 
Washington, D.C. 20044 
(202} 514-3906 

EMILY M. SWEENEY 
United States Attorney 
Northern District of Ohio 

ARTHUR I. HARRIS 
Bar No. 0027128 
Assistant United States Attorney 
Northern District of Ohio 
1800 Bank One Center 
600 Superior·Avenue 
Cleveland, OH 44114 
(216} 622-3711 
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OF COUNSEL: 

DEIRDRE F. TANAKA 
Assistant Regional Counsel 
US EPA - REGION 5 
77 West Jackson Blvd. 
Chicago, IL 6060 
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I hereby certify that a copy of the foregoing UNITED STATES' 
MOTION IN LIMINE FOR ADMISSION OF SUMMARIES OF VOLUMINOUS DOCUMENTS 
and MEMORANDUM OF LAW IN SUPPORT OF UNITED STATES' MOTION IN LIMINE 
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on the fqllowing counsel for Defendant, by facsimile and U.S. mail, 
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4900 Key Tower 
127 Public Square 
Cleveland, OH 44114-1304 

VINCENT ATRIANO 
Squire, Sanders & Dempsey 
1300 Huntington Center 
41 South High Street 
Columbus, OH 43215 

DJi!?-
Matthew A. Fogelson 



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OHIO 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

WCI STEEL, INC., 

Defendant. 

) 
) 

) CIVIL ACTION NO. 4:98CVl082 
) 
) 
) JUDGE JAMES S. GWIN 
) 
) 
) 
) _____________________________ ) 

DECLARATION OF MICHAEL D. BEEDLE 

I, Michael D. Beedle, make the following declaration, 

pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1746: 

1.. I have personal knowledge of all facts set forth in 

this Declaration. 

2. I have a Bachelor of Arts degree in chemistry and 

biology from Southwest State University in Marshall, Minnesota. 

3. I have a Masters of Science degree in public health 

sciences from the University of Illinois in Chicago, Illinois. 

4. I have been employed as an environmental scientist with 

the United States Environmental Protection Agency ("EPA") since 

August 1997. My duties and responsibilities with EPA have 



include.d developing, coordinating and tracking enforcement 

actions undertaken pursuant to the Resource Conservation anct 

Recovery Act. 

5. I have been the environmental scientist assigned to 

EPA's enforcement action against WCI Steel, Inc. ("WCI") since 

March 1998. As part of my work on the case, I participated in a 

site visit to WCI's steel making facility in Warren, Ohio ("the 

facility") on March 5, 1999. I have also reviewed numerous 

documents submitted by WCI to EPA regarding the facility. 

6. Based upon my visit to the facility, and my review of 

documents submitted by WCI to EPA, I believe that WCI maintains a 

system of three unlined surface impoundments, designated as Ponds 

5, 6 and 6A, and that process wastewater from the facility's 

finishing lines flows via an underground sewer to Pond 5. From 

Pond 5, the water is directed through a submerged gravity pipe to 

Pond 6. From Pond 6, the wastewater is pumped to a central 

wastewater treatment plant ("CTP") for treatment prior to being 

discharged to the Mahoning River. Pond 6A captures seepage from 

Pond 6 and pumps the wastewater back to Pond 6. 

7. Based upon my visit to the facility, and my review of 

documents submitted by WCI to EPA, I believe that there is a pH 

meter that continuously monitors the pH of the wastewater as it 

enters the CTP from Pond 6 ("influent meter" or "influent 

probe"). 

2 



8. I have reviewed documents submitted by WCI to EPA 

entitled "Central Treatment Control Points" for the period 

September 1, 1988 through February 22, 1995. The Central 

Treatment Control Points are forms containing handwritten data 

entered by CTP operators. The following data are recorded on the 

Central Treatment Control Points forms: 

• Aeration Influent pH 
• Clarifier Effluent pH 
• Aeration Effluent pH 
• Rapid Mix pH 
• Polymer Flow 
• Polymer Mixing 
• #6 Pond Flow/BOF Flow 
• Effluent Turbidity (September 1, 1988-August 9, 

1990 only) 
• Ferric Chloride Flow (September 1, 198.8-August 9, 

1990 only) 

9. I have also reviewed documents submitted by WCI to EPA 

entitled "Central Treatment Plant pH (Turn Audit Form WTPC, 

06.01, B)" for the period February 23, 1995 through July 31, 

1998. Like the Central Treatment Control Points forms, the 

Central Treatment Plant pH (Turn Audit Form WTPC, 06.01, B) 

documents are forms containing handwritten data entered by CTP 

operators. The following data are recorded on the Central 

Treatment Plant pH (Turn Audit Form WTPC, 06.01, B) forms: 

• #6 Pond Influent pH 
• #3 Clarifier Effluent pH 
• Aeration Effluent pH 
• Rapid Mix pH 
• Grab Samples: #6 Pond Influent pH 
• Grab Samples: B.O.F . Influent.pH 
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10. Based upon my review of documents submitted to EPA by 

WCI, I believe that The Central Treatment Control Points forms 

and the Central Treatment Plant pH (Turn Audit Form WTPC, 06.01, 

B) documents, which I collectively refer to herein as "turn audit 

forms," contain pH data of the wastewater as it enters the CTP 

from Pond 6 as indicated by the influent meter. This data is 

contained on the turn audit forms under the headings "Aeration 

Influent pH" (on the Central Treatment Control Points forms) and 

-
"#6 Pond Influent pH" (on the Central Treatment Plant pH (Turn 

Audit Form WTPC, 06.01, B) documents). 

11. WCI admits in its answers to the United States' Request 

for Admissions that, on occasion, CTP operators would collect a 

grab sample of the wastewater as it entered the CTP from Pond 6 

and test it for pH to determine if the influent probe needed re-

calibration or maintenance. Based upon my review of the 

documents submitted by WCI to EPA, I believe that the CTP 

operators, during the period 1995 to the present, recorded the pH 

-
of grab samples on the turn audit forms under a column captioned 

"grab samples: #6 Pond Influent pH." 

12. I have reviewed turn audit forms for the period 

September 1, 1988 through July 31, 1998. 

13. Based upon my review of the turn audit forms, I believe 

that from September 1, 1988 until August 9, 1990, one turn audit 

form was completed during each 8-hour turn, or shift. Thus, 
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three turn audit forms were generated each day during the period 

September 1, 1988 through August 9, 1990. During this same_ 

period, CTP operators recorded on the turn audit form the pH 

reading indicated by the influent meter once every two hours. 

Consequently, there are 4 aeration influent pH readings recorded 

on each turn audit form generated during the period September 1, 

1988 through August 9, 1990. A true and accurate sample of the 

turn audit form in use during the period September 1, 1988 

through August 9, 1990, is submitted with this Declaration as 

Exhibit A. 

14. Based upon my review of the turn audit forms, I believe 

that from August 10, 1990 until February 22, 1995, one turn audit 

form was generated each day containing all the data collected 

over the three turns. During this same period, CTP operators 

recorded on the turn audit form the pH reading indicated by the 

influent meter once every two hours. Consequently, there are 12 

aeration influent pH readings recorded on each turn audit 
. 

generated during the period August 10, 1990 through February 22, 

1995. A true and accurate sample of the turn audit form in use 

during the period August 10, 1990 through February 22, 1995 is 

submitted with this Declaration as Exhibit B. 

15. Based upon my review of the turn audit forms, I believe 

that from February 23, 1995 until July 31, 1998, one turn audit 

form was generated each day. During this same period, CTP 
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operators recorded the pH reading indicated by the influent meter 

on the turn audit form once every hour. Consequently, there are 

24 aeration influent pH readings recorded on each turn audit form 

generated during the period February 23, 1995 through July 31, 

1998. A true and accurate sample of the turn audit form in use 

during the period February 23, 1995 through July 31, 1998 is 

submitted with this Declaration as Exhibit C. 

16. The turn audit forms are voluminous. There are 

literally thousands of pages of documents containing 

approximately 58,000 data points of the pH of the was~ewater as 

it entered the CTP. There are over 11,000 data points of 2 s.u. 

or less for the pH of the wastewater as it entered the CTP from 

Pond 6 reflected in the turn audit forms. 

17. Based upon my review of the turn audit forms, I 

prepared the following summaries: 

• The Number and Distribution of pH Measurements, WC1 Central 

Treatment Plant Influent From Pond No. 6, By Year and Total, 

1988-1998 (Exhibit 1). This exhibit summarizes all the pH 

readings from the influent meter, as recorded by the CTP 

operators on the turn audit forms, for the years 1988 

through 1998. The readings are presented by pH value for 

each year. The total number of readings for a given pH 

value for the entire period 1988-1998 is presented in the 

far-right column. The summary is essentially divided into 
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two categories: pH readings of 2.0 s.u. or less; and pH 

readings above 2.0 s.u. Readings of pH 2.0 s.u. or le~s are 

presented in increments of one-tenth s.u., and the total 

number of pH readings of 2.0 s.u. or less, for each such 

increment, for each year, and for the entire period, 1988-

1998 (far-right column), is provided. The total number of 

pH readings of 2.0 s.u. or less for the entire period, 1988-

1998 is presented in the far-right· column. This total is 

11,061 pH readings. Readings of pH above 2.0 s.u are 

presented in three groups (i) readings of 2.1-2.5 are 

grouped togther; (ii) readings of 2.6-12.4 are grouped 

togther; and (iii) readings of 12.5-14 are grouped together. 

A Grand Total of pH readings for each year and for the 

entire period 1988-1998 (far-right column) is provided. The 

number of readings of 2.0 s.u. or less as a percentage of 

the total readings for each year is'provided (i.e. %of 

Grand Total s 2) . The total number of readings of 2 .. 0 s. u. 

-
or less over the entire period 1988-1998 as a percentage of 

all readings over the same period is also provided in the 

far-right column. This percentage is 19.1%. Finally, the 

number of readings of 2.0 s.u. or less as a percentage of 

all readings is presented yearly on a cumulative basis. In 

other words, for any given year, the summary provides a 

running percentage of the number of all readings of 2.0 s.u 
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or less from 1988 up to and including the year of concern. 

• Number and Distribution of pH Measurements, WCI Central 

Treatment Plant Influent From Pond No. 6, By Month And Total 

Year (Exhibits la, ·1b, 1c, 1d, 1e, 1f, 1g, 1h, 1i, 1j and 

1k). Each of these eleven exhibits presents the data 

contained in Exhibit 1 for one specific year starting with 

1988 and continuing through 1998. The data for each of the 

eleven exhibits is presented by month. Thus, Exhibits la-

1k, collectively, present the data contained in Exhibit 1, 

broken down by month. 

• Number of Days with pH Measurement of 2 or Below, WCI 

Central Treatment Plant Influent From Pond No. 6, By Month 

and Year, 1988-1998 (Exhibit 2). This summary presents the 

number of days on which at least one influent meter reading 

of pH of 2.0 s.u. or below was recorded by a CTP operator on 

a turn audit form, summarized by month and year, for the 

period 1988-1998. This summary also provides (i) the 

percentage of days, for each year, that a reading of 2.0 

s.u. or less from the influent meter was recorded by a CTP 

operator on a turn audit form; and (ii) the percentage of 

days over the entire period, 1988-1998, that a reading of 

2.0 s.u. or less from the influent meter was recorded by a 
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CTP operator on a turn audit form (far-right column) . The 

percentage of days with a reading of 2.0 s.u. or less for 

the entire period, 1988-1998, is 37.6%. 

• Number of Days with pH Measurement of 1.7 or Below, WCI 

Central Treatment Plant Influent From Pond No. 6, By Month 

and Year, 1988-1998 (Exhibit 3). This summary is similar to 

Exhibit 2 except that it presents data concerning the number 

of days on which at least one influent meter reading of pH 

of 1.7 s.u. or below was recorded by a CTP operator on a 

turn audit form. The percentage of days with a reading of 

1.7 s.u. or less for the entire period, 1988-1998, is 15.9%. 

• Differences Between pH Measurements: Probe Readings vs. Grab 

Samples, WCI Central Treatment Plant Influent From Pond No. 

6, 1995-1998 (Exhibit 4). This summary presents the 

distribution of the difference between the pH of the 

wastewater as it entered the CTP from Pond 6, as measured by 

the influent meter and recorded on the turn audit forms, and 

as measured by the corresponding grab samples taken in close 

temporal proximity and recorded on the turn audit forms, for 

the period 1995-1998. Exhibit 4 is divided into three 

categories: (i) a comparison of grab sample and 

corresponding influent meter pH readings for pH values of 
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3.0 s.u. or below; (ii) a comparison of grab sample and 

corresponding influent meter pH readings for pH values_ 

greater than 3.0 s.u.; and (iii) a comparison of all grab 

sample and corresponding influent meter pH readings. For 

each category, the difference in readings is presented in 

increments of one-tenth s.u. The number of pairs for each 

increment (i.e. the distribution) and the percentage of the 

total represented by the number of pairs are provided. 

Finally, for each category, the percentage of pairs that 

were measured within 0.2 s.u. of one another is provided. 

These percentages are (a) 98.4% for CTP influent 

measurements of 3.0 s.u. or less; (b) 70.1% for CTP influent 

measurements of greater than 3.0 s.u.; and (c) 88.6% for all 

CTP influent measurements. 

18. I prepared the summaries by processing a database into 

which data contained on the turn audit forms had been entered by 

Westaff, a contractor hired by EPA through the Franchise Business 
-

Activity. 

19. Westaff is a staffing company specializing in data 

entry and clerical services, having offices at 8725 West Higgins 

Road, Chicago, Illinois. I was informed that the data entry 

personnel had several years of experience entering data. I 

instructed Westaff that data were to be entered and checked to 

ensure zero errors and that accuracy was more important than 
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speed of entry. I instructed the data entry personnel that if 

the information on the sheets was of poor quality, to ask me to 

make the final determination before entering the data. 

20. Westaff per~onnel, under my direct supervision, entered 

data from the turn audit forms into a database developed by EPA 

for this specific project. When in the office, I held daily, 

and, on occasion, multiple, in-person discussions with the 

Westaff data entry personnel. I answered questions posed by the 

Westaff data entry personnel regarding the database design and 

entry of data. 

21. Westaff personnel entered into the database the 

following data from the Central Treatment Control Points forms: 

• Operator Name 
• Date 
• Order of Readings (referred to as "Checks'') 
• Turn (i.e. shift) 
• Aeration Influent pH 
• # 6 Pond Flow 
• BOF Flow 
• Narrative Comments 

22. Westaff personnel entered into the database the 

following data from the Central Treatment Plant pH (Turn Audit 

Form WTPC, 06.01, B) documents: 

• Operator name 
• Date 
• Turn (i.e. shift) 
• Time of Day for Each Reading 
• #6 Pond Influent pH 
• Grab Sample: #6 Pond Influent pH 
• Narrative Comments 
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23. To ensure the accuracy of the data entry, I instructed 

Westaff personnel, upon completion of the data entry, to co~pare 

the original documents to the corresponding data entered in the 

database. Specifically, Westaff personnel compared all original 

data other than narrative comment entries, #6 Pond Flow entries 

and BOF Flow entries, to the corresponding entries in the 

database. 

24. In conducting its initial check, I instructed Westaff 

personnel to develop a log of errors. The log consisted of 578 

errors. The errors were corrected. Westaff personnel then 

checked the corrections to ensure that they had been entered 

accurately. This second check resulted in 25 errors, all of 

which were corrected. Westaff personnel then compared again the 

original Aeration Influent pH and #6 Pond Influent pH entries of 

2.0 and below and 12.5 and above, together with corresponding 

data for the date and turn, to the actual data entered in the 

database. This third check resulted in 3 errors, all of which 

were corrected. 

25. Once the Westaff personnel completed the tasks 

described in 11 21-24, I then conducted my own check of the 

accuracy of the data entry. Specifically, I compared the 

original date, turn and Aeration Influent pH data for the period 

September 1988 through December 1988 to the corresponding data 

entered in the database. I found one error in the entry of 
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Aeration Influent pH. Both the original and the mis-entered data 

points were above 2.0 s.u. I also entered several Aeration 

Influent pH data that were not entered initially because of 

either poor copy quality or because the date of the data was not 

readily apparent from the originals but could be surmised from 

the sequence of documents. See ~ 30, infra. 

26. Under my direct supervision, the entire database was 

then checked again, by month, for errors, by comparing the number 

of actual records to the number of expected records. For 

example, the number of expected records for a 30-day month in the 

period 1988-1994, is 360 (12 records per day times 30 days = 

360) . This comparison indicated where data was missing and where 

duplicate data had been entered. Where data was missing, the 

original documents were compared to the database printout for 

that month. All the identified missing data were entered into 

the database. 

27. The same process described in~ 26 was then essentially 

repeated by comparing the number of actual records to the 

combined number of Aeration Influent pH and No. 6 Pond influent 

pH data points. Corrections were made to the database as 

necessary. 

28. To further ensure the accuracy of the data entry, a 

database search was performed for duplicate records. All 

duplicate records that were confirmed as such were deleted. 
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29. While EPA received .the vast majority of the turn audit 

forms from WCI, it did not receive all of them. As a result, 

there is incomplete influent pH data for certain days. Some 

missing data were entered into the database from turn audit forms 

produced by WCI to EPA's Water Division. 

30. Some of the turn audit forms contained information 

regarding the date and turn that I determined was incorrect from 

the context of the documents and the order in which they were 

produced by WCI. For example, because the turn audit forms were 

produced in chronological order, I could infer that some turn 

audit forms were dated with the correct day and year, but not 

with the corfect month; or that the turn indicated on the turn 

audit form was out of order or incorrect. I made assumptions 

regarding the correct date and turn for certain data from the 

context of the documents. On May 21, 1999, the United States 

sent a letter to counsel for WCI requesting that WCI stipulate to 

the e~istence of these technical inaccuracies. By letter dated 

May 26, 1999, counsel for WCI responded that counsel was 

considering whether WCI is able or willing to stipulate to any of 

the issues raised in the United States' letter. To the date I 

executed this Declaration, no response from WCI was received. 

31. To prepare Exhibits 1 and 1a-1k, I searched the 

database, by year, for all influent meter pH readings. I then 

performed a distribution command, by month, for specified pH 
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values. This command produced the raw data contained in Exhibits 

la-lk. I next performed a distribution command by year for 

specified pH values. This search produced the raw data contained 

in Exhibit 1. I performed a mathematical database check of the 

number of influent meter pH readings for the months in a given 

year to confirm that they added up to the total number of 

influent pH readings for that year. The percentages reflected in 

Exhibits 1 and la-lk were derived through the use of a simple 

computer calculation. A computer program was also used to 

calculate the total number of influent meter readings of 2.0 s.u. 

or less as reflected in the Exhibits. Finally, I converted the 

raw data into table form. 

32. To ensure the accuracy of Exhibits 1 and la-lk, I 

conducted spot checks of the total readings of 2.0 s.u. or less, 

summarized by year, and compared those to database searches for 

. readings of 2.0 s.~. or less for the corresponding years. 

33. To prepare Exhibits 2 and 3, I performed a search, by 

year, for all readings of 2.0 s.u. or less for Exhibit 2, and of 

1.7 s.u. or less for Exhibit 3. I then commanded the database to 

create a summary, by month, of readings of 2.0 s.u. or less (for 

Exhibit 2) and of 1.7 s.u. or less (for Exhibit 3). I next 

utilized a common Lotus spreadsheet program to count the number 

of days per month on which there was at least one reading of 2.0 

s.u. or less (for Exhibit 2) and of 1.7 s.u. or less (for Exhibit 
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3). For years in which there were few days of pH of 2.0 s.u. or 

less recorded on the turn audit forms, I manually counted t~e 

number of days in lieu of utilizing the spreadsheet program. A 

secretary then converted the raw data into table form. I 

reviewed the tables. In preparing Exhibits 2 and 3, I assumed 

all missing influent meter data was greater than 2.0 s.u. 

34. To ensure the accuracy of Exhibits 2 and 3, I, together 

with Westaff personnel, manually compared the number of days of 

pH readings of 2.0 s.u. or less for 3 month~ (May, June and 

October, 1993), as indicated by the summaries, to the underlying 

turn audit forms. 

35. To prepare Exhibit 4, I searched the database for all 

grab samples. This search provided both the grab samples and the 

corresponding influent meter readings. I then performed a 

computer command and calculation that generated the absolute 

difference between the grab samples·and the corresponding 

influent readings. I next performed a distribution command that 

counted the paired differentials and divided them into increments 

of one-tenth s.u. These commands generated the raw data 

contained in the two far-right columns on Exhibit 4 ("Totals for 

All Measurements"). I then performed a search for all influent 

meter readings of 3.0 s.u. or less with their corresponding grab 

samples. I conducted the same absolute difference and 

distribution commands described above. These commands generated 

16 



the data contained in the balance of Exhibit 4. The percentages 

reflected in Exhibit 4 were derived through the use of a si~ple 

computer calculation. I, together with a secretary, converted 

the raw data into table form. 

36. To ensure he accuracy of Exhibit 4, I manually 

confirmed the distribution of the influent meter readings of 3.0 

s.u. or less by comparing the distribution indicated on the 

summary to the underlying turn audit forms. 

37. Based on the foregoing, I testify that the summaries 

are authentic, true and accurate, and fairly summarize data 

appearing in the turn audit forms. 
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I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is 

true and correct. E~ecuted on June 2, 1999. 

Michael D. Beedle 
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JMG:DLH 
90-5-l-l-5027C 

U.S. Department of Justice 

Environment and Natural Resources Division 

Environmental Enforcement Section 
P.O. Box 7611 

Telephone (202) 305-0260 
Facsimile (202) 616-6584 

Washington, DC 20044-7611 

VIA OVERNIGHT MAIL 

Vincent Atriano, Esq. 
Squire, Sanders & Dempsey, LLP 
41 South High Street 
Columbus, Ohio 43215 
(614) 365-2783 

April 20, 1999 

Re: United States v. WCI Steel. Inc. (RCRA) 

Dear Vince: 

Enclosed herewith, please find the United States' First Set of Requests for Admissions 
and Second Set of Interrogatories. 

~e:~t.ii~ 
Drenaye L. Houston, Senior Attorney 

enclosure: 

cc: 
1/neirdre Tanaka, Assistant Regional Counsel, USEPA 

Matthew Fogelson, Trial Attorney, USDOJ 
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OHIO 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

WCI STEEL, INC., 

Defendant. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

) 
) 

) 
) 

------------------------~-) 

CIVIL ACTION NO. 4:98CV1082 

JUDGE JAMES S. GWIN 

PLAINTIFF'S FIRST SET OF REQUESTS FOR ADMISSIONS AND SECOND SET 
OF INTERROGATORIES DIRECTED TO DEFENDANT WCI STEEL. INC. 

Pursuant to Rules 26 and 33 and 36 of the Federal Rules of 

Civil Procedure, Plaintiff United States hereby serves upon 

Defendant WCI Steel, Inc. this First Set of Requests for 

Admissions ("Request") and Second Set of Interrogatories 

("Interrogatories"). 



INSTRUCTIONS 

A. Requests for Admissions 

1. Each matter upon which an admission is requested will 

be admitted, pursuant to Rule 36(a), unless within thirty (30) 

days after service of the Requests for Admissions, W~I, in 

writing and under oath, provides full and complete answers or 

objections. 

2. This Request is directed to WCI Steel, Inc. and covers 

all information in its possession, custody, and control, 

including information in the possession of its officers, 

employees, agents, servants, representatives, attorneys, or other 

persons directly or indirectly employed or retained by them, or 

anyone else acting on its behalf or otherwise subject to its 

control, and any merged, consolidated, or acquired predecessor or 

successor, parent, subsidiary, division or affiliate. 

3. This Request is continuous in nature; WCI must 

supplement its responses promptly if WCI obtains additional or 

different information before trial of this action as required by 

Rule 26(e) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure. 

4. If WCI does not answer any Request for Admission, in 

whole or in part, under any claim of privilege or exemption, WCI 

must identify the information subject to the privilege or 

exemption, identify the specific privilege or exemption, and 

~tate the basis for its claim. 
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5. Words used in the plural shall also mean and include 

the singular. Words used in the singular shall also mean and 

include the plural. "Or" and "and" shall be construed 

conjunctively and disjunctively to bring within the scope of this 

Request any information that might otherwise be construed to be 

outside their scope. The past tense includes the present tense 

where the clear meaning is not distorted by change of tense. 

6. Each Request for Admission shall specifically be 

admitted or denied, including the authenticity or accuracy of any 

documents referenced or attached. 

7. If a matter contained in any Request for Admission 

cannot be admitted or denied, WCI shall specifically set forth 

the reasons for this in detail in the response. 

B. A denial shall fairly meet the substance of the 

requested admission. 

9. If WCI's response to a Request for Admission is an 

objection, the reasons for the objection must be stated with 

particularity. 

10. When good faith requires that WCI qualify its answer or 

deny only a part of the matter for which an admission is 

requested, WCI must specify the portions of the Request for 

Admission which WCI admits and then deny or qualify its answer as 

to the remainder. 

11. Wherever a denial or partial denial is made as a 
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response to a Request for Admission, WCI shall state each and 

every fact that forms the basis for the denial or partial denial, 

and shall identify all documents that are relevant to the denial 

or partial denial. 

12. WCI may not give lack of information or knowledge as a 

reason for failure to admit or deny a requested admission unless 

WCI has made reasonable inquiry and unless the information known 

or readily obtainable by WCI is insufficient to enable WCI to 

admit or deny the matter for which an admission is requested. In 

such case, WCI shall set forth the nature of the inquiry 

undertaken. 

13. In cases where a Request refers to terms which are 

defined under the Definitions, the appropriate Definition(s) 

shall be consulted when responding. 

14. Unless otherwise indicated, these Requests for 

Admissions apply to the time period from January 1, 1987, until 

the date of the response to the Request. 

B. Interrogatories 

1. Pursuant to Rule 33(a) of the Federal Rules of Civil 

Procedure these interrogatories are to be answered separately and 

fully in writing under oath, unless objected to, in which event 

the reasons for objection are to be stated in lieu of an answer. 

If only part of an interrogatory is objected to, the balance of 

the interrogatory should be answered in full. Answers are to be 
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signed by the person making them and objections by the attorney 

making them. 

2. Answer each interrogatory to the fullest extent 

possible. Include in your answer an explanation of the extent, 

if any, to which your answer is incomplete, limited or qualified. 

Preface each answer with the interrogatory to which it responds. 

3. These interrogatories cover all information in the 

possession, custody, or control of WCI, and any of its divisions 

and subsidiaries, officers, employees, contractors, attorneys or 

agents. 

4. If any information is responsive to an interrogatory but 

is withheld under claim of privilege or for other reason, 

provide: (a) a description of the information; (b) the date, 

title, author, recipients and custodian of any document related 

to that information; (c) a description of the privilege or theory 

upon which the information is being withheld; (d) all information 

relating to the withholding of the information, including but not 

limited to all facts on which you will rely in establishing the 

elements of the privilege or theory, and all facts pertinent to 

waiver of such privilege or theory; and (e) the identification of 

each person with knowledge of the information or with knowledge 

of the facts or circumstances related to your decision to 

withhold the information. 

5. When asked to identify a person or source in response to 
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an interrogatory, provide the following facts regarding that 

person, both as they existed at the time of the activities 

described in the inteirogatory response and as they exist 

currently. For a natural person, (a) full name, (b) employer, 

(c) position or job title, (d) addresses and telepho~e numbers at 

which the person may be contacted. For a partnership, 

corporation or other organization, (a) correct name, (b) address 

of the main office and of any other office which was involved in 

the matters addressed by the interrogatory, (c) place of 

incorporation and (d) the names and positions of the natural 

persons representing the organization in the matters addressed by 

the interrogatory. Also, for anyone identified, provide the 

person's last known addresses and telephone numbers if you do not 

know the correct current addresses and telephone numbers. 

6. When asked to identify information or documents, provide 

the following facts: for documents, the author, recipient, date, 

number of pages, identification numbers of copies furnished in 

response to plaintiff's first request for the production of 

documents, and if not furnished in such response, the substance 

of the documents and the identification of the persons who have 

possession or control of the original and copies of the 

documents; for information which is not identified as 

"documents," its form, substance, the author or speaker, the 

recipient and date. 
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7. When asked to identify a "communication" or 

"submission", provide the following facts: whether it was o:tal 

or written, its date, the identities of the person issuing or 

making it and of each other person present or receiving it, its 

substance and of any response thereto, and the identity of the 

document. 

8. When asked to identify an "analysis", state the date the 

sample was taken, the identity of the persons taking the sample 

and making the analysis, and a description of the identity and 

concentration of each substance found in the analysis. 

9. Unless otherwise stated, the interrogatories apply to 

the time period between January 1, 1987, and the date WCI answers 

them. 

10. Documents produced pursuant to these Interrogatories 

should be produced separately for each request, in the order in 

which they appear in the files, and should not be shuffled or 

otherwise rearranged. Documents that in their original condition 

were stapled, clipped, or otherwise fastened together should be 

produced in such form. To facilitate the handling of documents 

produced and to prevent confusion with documents produced from 

other sources, mark each page produced at the lower right-hand 

corner with the initials of your company and number each page 

sequentially. Place all documents produced in file folders or 
. 

other enclosures bearing the name or abbreviation of your 
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company. 

11. These interrogatories are continuing in nature. To the 

extent the responses may be enlarged, diminished, or modified by 

information acquired by Defendant following service of its 

responses, Defendant should promptly serve supplemental answers 

reflecting such information, as required by Fed. R. Civ. P.26(e). 

12. If Defendant objects to any discovery as vague or 

burdensome, it should answer to the best of its ability and in 

good faith, preserving any bona fide objections if necessary. 

Because the United States may not know in advance the requests to 

which the Defendant may object as overly vague or burdensome, the 

United States requests that the Defendant attempt to obtain 

clarification or delimiting of such discovery from the 

undersigned counsel, if circumstances otherwise prevent a full 

response to the question as written. 

* * * 

Plaintiff requests that WCI serve its responses to these 

Requests for Admissions and Interrogatories within the time 

provided by the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure upon Plaintiff's 

counsel at the Environmental Enforcement Section, Environment and 

Natural Resources Division, United States Department of Justice, 

P.O. Box 7611, Ben Franklin Station, Washington, D.C. 20044-

7611. 
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DEFINITIONS 

1. "WCI" means WCI Steel, Inc., its wholly or partly owned 

subsidiaries, affiliates or divisions, its predecessors-in­

interest, if any, its present and former officers, directors, 

employees, agents, representatives, and any other person acting 

in a consulting, advisory, supervisory or reviewing capacity 

(including any parent company) to, or acting or purporting to act 

on behalf of, any of the foregoing. 

2. "Facility" means WCI's Steel plant located at 1040 Pine 

Avenue, S.E., Warren, Ohio, including all buildings, structures, 

e"quipment and surface impoundments located there. 

3. "Impoundments" means surface impoundments designated or 

referred to by WCI as Ponds 5, 6 and 6A at the Facility. 

4. "Or" and "and" mean the most inclusive of and/or. 

5. "Document" means any written, recorded, or graphic 

material of any kind, whether prepared by WCI or by any other 

person, that is in the possession, custody, or control of WCI. 

The term includes but is not limited to: agreements; contracts; 

letters; telegrams; interoffice communications; memoranda; 

reports; records; instructions; specifications; notes; notebooks; 

scrapbooks; diaries; plans; drawings; sketches; blueprints; 

diagrams; photographs; photocopies; charts; graphs; descriptions; 

drafts; notes and minutes of meetings and conferences; telephone 

or other conversations or communications; invoices; purchase 
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orders; bills of lading; recordings; published or unpublished 

speeches or articles; publications; transcripts of telephone 

conversations; deposition transcripts; ledgers; financial 

statements; microfilm; microfiche; tape or disk recordings; and 

computer printouts. The term "document" also includes 

electronically stored data from which information can be obtained 

either directly or by translation through detection devices or 

readers; any such document is to be produced in a reasonably 

legible and usable form. The term "document" includes the 

original document (or a copy thereof if the original is not 

available) and all copies which differ in any respect from the 

original, including any notation, underlining, marking, or 

information not on the original. 

6. "RCRA" shall mean the Resource Conservation and 

Recovery Act, 42 U.S.C. §§ 6901 et. ~-

REQUESTS. FOR ADMISSIONS 

1. Please admit that during times relevant to the 

Complaint, WCI has operated an integrated steel mill near Warren, 

Ohio, for the production of hot rolled, cold rolled and coated 

flat steel products. 
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2. Please admit that during times relevant to the 

Complaint, WCI's steel production operations have included one 

iron-making blast furnace; a two-vessel basic oxygen_ furnace 

(BOF) steelmaking shop; a ladle metallurgy, including a vacuum 

degasser; a twin-strand continuous slab caster; a 56'' hot strip 

mill; the Nos. 5 and 6 hydrochloric acid pickling lines; a 

hydrochloric acid regeneration plant; a 4-stand tandem cold 

rolling mill; batch annealing facilities; temper cold rolling 

mills; two sheet slitters; a hot dip galvanizing line; a hot-dip 

terne coating line; a silicon steel anneal and coating line; and 

ancillary utility and pollution control equipment. 

3. Please admit that during times relevant to the 

Complaint, products from the WCI's steel mill operations have 

- 11 -



included hot rolled strip steel, pickled and oiled hot rolled 

steel strip, cold rolled steels and coated steels. 

4. Please admit that during times relevant to the 

Complaint, WCI's steel finishing operations have generated acidic 

wastewater streams. 

5. Please admit that during times relevant to the 

Complaint, WCI's facility had a steel finishing area process 

wastewater collection system. 
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6. Please admit that during times relevant to the 

Complaint, WCI's steel finishing area process wastewater 

collection system has consisted of a series of underground sewers 

leading from the steel finishing process areas to an in-ground 

pump station known as the No. 9 pump station; a force-main from 

the No. 9 pump station leading to a sump located on the bank of 

the Mahoning River, south of the acid regeneration plant (the 

"bosh box" or "bosh tank"); and a gravity sewer from the bosh box 

to Pond 5. 

7. Please admit that during times relevant to the 

Complaint, the contents of Pond 5 have emptied into Pond 6. 

8. Please admit that during times relevant to the 

Complaint; the water in Pond 6 has been pumped to the Central 

Treatment Plant (CTP) . _ 
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9. Please admit that from at least November 8, 1988, to the 

present, Ponds 5 and 6 have been in use at WCI. 

10. Please admit that in 1987, WCI installed Pond 6A to 

intercept seepage from Pond 6 that was being discharged to the 

Mahoning River. 

11. Please admit that from at least 1987 to the present, 

Pond 6A has been in use at WCI. 
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12. Please admit that since at least 1987, wastewater 

collected in Pond 6A has been pumped back to Pond 6 and on to the 

CTP for treatment. 

13. Please admit that during times relevant to the 

Complaint, the process wastewater generated in WCI's steel 

finishing operations has been routed directly to No. 9 Lift 

station. 

14. Please admit that during times relevant to the 

Complaint, flows from the No. 6 Pickle line (e.g., looping pit 

water) have been discharged to a sump called the No. 5 Pit and 

then to the Outfall 004 pump station. 
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15. Please admit that during times relevant to the 

Complaint, Outfall 004 has discharged to the bosh box. 

16. Please admit that during times relevant to the 

Complaint, WCI's wastewater collection system and the 

impoundments have collected surface water runoff from the steel 

finishing area that drains directly to Ponds 5, 6 and 6A. 

17. Please admit that during times relevant to the 

Complaint, since as early as 1984, WCI discharged acidic 

wastewater from its steel finishing operations to Ponds 5 and 6. 
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18. Please admit that during the period 1988 to the 

present, WCI CTP operators accurately recorded on turn audit 

reports (in its various forms throughout the years) the pH values 

reflected on the pH meters for the influent wastewater from Pond 

6. 

19. Please admit that, prior to installation of a lime 

neutralization system in December 1993, WCI CTP operators 

recorded at various times pH values of 2.0 s.u. and below for the 

influent wastewater from Pond 6. 

20. Please admit that WCI installed the CTP in 1984 for the 

purpose of treating all process wastewater from the steel 

finishing operations (including acid pickling, cold rolling and 

coatings), a wastewater stream from the BOF shop, and a 

wastewater stream from boiler house operations. 
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21. Please admit that during times relevant to the 

Complaint, and since the CTP was installed, the CTP had pH probes 

and meters at the aeration tank, rapid mix tank and the No. 3 

clarifier. 

22. Please admit that during times relevant to the 

Complaint, probes used by WCI to monitor for pH in the CTP were 

manufactured by Great Lakes Instruments, Inc. 

23. Please admit that during times relevant to the 

Complaint, the probes used by WCI to monitor for pH were designed 

and manufactured to provide accurate pH readings. 

- 18 -



24. Please admit that during times relevant to the 

Complaint, at least once each week, the Combustion Department at 

WCI calibrated the meters used by WCI to measure the_ pH of the 

wastewater flowing into the CTP from Pond 6. 

25. Please admit that during times relevant to the 

Complaint, the Combustion Department at WCI calibrated the meters 

used by WCI to measure the pH of the wastewater flowing into the 

CTP from Pond 6 by removing the submerged pH probe from the 

wastewater flow and calibrating with at least two standards of 

known pH. 
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26. Please admit that during times relevant to the 

Complaint, at least once each week, the Combustion Department at 

WCI cleaned the pH probes used by WCI to measure the pH of the 

wastewater flowing into the CTP from Pond 6. 

27. Please admit that during times relevant to the 

Complaint, the Combustion Department at WCI cleaned the pH probes 

used by WCI to measure the pH of the wastewater flowing into the 

CTP from Pond 6 by removing the submerged probe from the flow of 

the wastewater and dipping the probe in acid. 

28. Please admit that during times relevant to the 

Complaint, at least once a shift and more often if necessary, WCI 

CTP operators cleaned the pH probes used by WCI to measure the pH 

of wastewater flowing into the CTP from Pond 6. 
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29. Please admit that during times relevant to the 

Complaint, at least once a shift and more often if necessary; WCI 

CTP operators cleaned the pH probes used by WCI to measure the pH 

wastewater flowing into the CTP from Pond 6 by removing the 

submerged probe from the flow of the wastewater and dipping the 

probe in acid. 

30. Please admit that during times relevant to the 

Complaint, at one or two hour intervals, WCI CTP operators 

recorded the digital displays of inflow pH measurements from pH 

meters placed at a variety of locations in the CTP, including the 

pH meter used to measured the pH of influent wastewater from Pond 

6 as it flowed into the aeration tank. 
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31. Please admit that during times relevant to the 

Complaint, the pH electrode (or probe) attached to the pH meter 

read by the CTP operators for Pond 6 wastewater measurements was 

located in the flow of the wastewater at the aeration tank. 

32. Please admit that during times relevant to the 

Complaint, the pH probe at the aeration tank used by WCI to 

measure the pH of influent Pond 6 wastewater was designed to 

measure such wastewater before it was commingled with other 

wastewater entering the CTP. 
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33. Please admit that during times relevant to the 

Complaint, to verify the accuracy of the inflow pH measurements 

(measurements by the probes and meters), the CTP operators, on 

occasion, collected grab samples from the influent Pond 6 

wastewater as it entered the aeration tank at the CTP. 

34. Please admit that WCI installed the lime injection 

system at the No. 9 Lift Station in December 1993 to maintain the 

pH of the wastewater flowing into Ponds 5, 6 and 6A above 2.0 

s.u. 
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35. Please admit that during times relevant to the 

Complaint, the CTP operators collected grab samples from the Pond 

6 wastewater by placing a laboratory beaker or bottle in the flow 

of the wastewater as it flowed into the aeration tank at the CTP. 

36. Please admit that during times relevant to the 

Complaint, the CTP operators used a bench pH meter from the CTP 

laboratory to measure the pH of the grab samples collected from 

the flow of the Pond 6 wastewater as it entered the CTP. 
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37. Please admit that during times relevant to the 

Complaint, the bench meter used by the CTP operators to measure 

the pH of grab samples collected from the flow of the Pond 6 

wastewater was calibrated using standards of known pH values. 

38. Please admit that during times relevant to the 

Complaint, the bench meter used by CTP operators to measure the 

pH of the grab samples collected from the flow of the Pond 6 

wastewater was calibrated with known pH standards of 2,4,7 and 

10, depending on the inflow pH measurements (pH measurements by 

the probes). 
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39. Please admit that in 1993, CTP operators recorded 

inflow pH measurements for influent Pond 6 wastewater of 2.0 s.u. 

at least 50% of the time. 

40. Please admit that neither WCI nor any other party 

included or identified the impoundments as hazardous waste 

management units used to treat, store or dispose of hazardous 

,waste in any RCRA Part A Permit Application or amended Permit 

Application, submitted to U.S. EPA or to OEPA under the 

provisions of 40 C.F.R. § 270.13 and O.A.C. § 3745-50-43. 
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41. Please admit that neither WCI nor any other party 

included or identified the impoundments as hazardous waste 

management units used to treat, store or dispose of hazardous 

waste in any RCRA Part B Permit Application or amended Permit 

Application, submitted to U.S. EPA or to OEPA under the 

provisions of 40 C.F.R. § 270.14 and O.A.C. § 3745-50-44. 

42. Please admit that WCI has never had interim status 

under the provisions of Section 3005 of RCRA authorizing WCI to 

manage, treat or store hazardous wastes in Ponds 5, 6 and 6A. 

43. Please admit that the impoundments do not meet all of 

the minimum technological requirements contained in Section 

3004(o) (1) (A) of RCRA, 42 U.S.C. § 6924(o) (1) (A), or in 40 C.F.R. 

§ 264.221 or O.A.C. § 3745-56-21. 
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44. Please admit that WCI has never had a written RCRA 

closure plan for the impoundments which was prepared to meet the 

requirements of 40 C.F.R. § 264.112 and O.A.C. § 3745-55-12. 

45. Please admit that WCI never submitted to U.S. EPA or to 

OEPA a written RCRA closure plan for the impoundments which was 

prepared and submitted under the provisions of 40 C.F.R. § 

264.112 and O.A.C. § 3745-55-12. 

46. Please admit that WCI has not installed, operated and 

maintained a ground-water monitoring system for the impoundments 

which meets the criteria listed in 40 C.F.R. Part 264, Subpart F, 

and O.A.C. §§ 3745-54-90 through 3745-54-99 and 3745-55-01 

through 3745-55-02. 
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47. Please admit that WCI has never possessed a detailed 

written estimate, in current dollars, of the cost of closing the 

impoundments under the RCRA standards set forth in 40 C.F.R. Part 

264 and O.A.C. §§ 3745-55-40 through 3745-55-51. 

48. Please admit that WCI never made a chemical laboratory 

waste determination of the solid waste treated, stored and 

disposed of in the impoundments as required by 40 C.F.R. § 

262.11. 

49. Please admit that WCI never provided U.S. EPA with the 

results of any waste analysis and/or waste determination of the 

solid waste treated, stored and disposed of in the impoundments 

conducted to meet the requirements of 40 C.F.R. § 262.11. 
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50. Please admit that WCI never advised, notified or 

otherwise informed U.S. EPA and OEPA that it was treating, 

storing and/or disposing of hazardous waste in the impoundments. 

51. Please admit that at times relevant to the Complaint, 

WCI's wastewater collection system collected a listed (K062) 

waste, from various sources, which may have .included the pickler 

sumps, the silicon settling tank and pinhole leaks at the 

picklers. 

52. Please admit that at various times relevant to the 

Complaint, WCI spilled or leaked corrosive waste at the facility. 
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53. Please admit that during times relevant to the 

Complaint, if WCI neutralized with lime the corrosive waste that 

was spilled or leaked from equipment in the steel finishing areas 

at the facility, WCI did not subsequently chemically analyze the 

waste to determine that it was no longer hazardous before the 

waste flowed into the sewers. 

54. Please admit that at times relevant to the Complaint, 

after February 1992, WCI's listed (K062) waste from various 

sources (which may have included the pickler sumps, the silicon 

settling tank and pinhole leaks at the picklers) was treated, 

stored and disposed of as a listed waste (K062) in the 

impoundments. 
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55. Please admit that from November 8, 1988, to the 

present, Ponds 5, 6 and 6A have continued to receive process 

wastewater from the steel finishing operations at the facility. 

56. Please admit that on numerous occasions during the 

period November 8, 1988, to the present, WCI treated, stored and 

disposed of a wastewater with a pH level of less than or equal to 

2.0 s.u. in the impoundments. 

57. Please admit that at various times during the period 

July 8, 1987, to the present, wastewater from one or more of the 

impoundments at WCI, including Ponds 5, 6 and 6A, was released 

into the environment, including the Mahoning River. 
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58. Please admit that Ponds 5, 6 and 6A are unlined earthen 

impoundments. 

59. Please admit that WCI's integrated steel mill near 

Warren, Ohio, is "facility" within the meaning of 40 C.F.R. § 

260.10 and O.A.C. § 3745-50-lO(A) (35). 

60. Please admit that during times relevant to the 

Complaint, WCI's knowledge regarding the pH values of the waste 

stream flowing into Ponds 5, 6 and 6A has been based solely on 

the data from the pH meters placed ~n the aeration tank at the 

CTP and/or grab samples taken from the aeration tank and the 
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impoundments. 

61. Please admit that WCI's evidence of the pH of the waste 

stream flowing into the Ponds 5, 6 and 6A since November 8, 1988, 

is limited to turn audit reports, operator logs, daily and 

monthly computer generated pH records, and pH sampling conducted 

by Killam Associates on behalf of WCI. 

INTERROGATORIES 

Interrogatory No. 92: 

If WCI has evidence of the pH of the waste stream flowing 

into Ponds 5, 6 and 6A other than the evidence listed in Request 

for Admission No. 61, please identify and produce each additional 

document or other evidence regarding the pH of the waste stream 

flowing into Ponds 5, 6 and 6A. 

Interrogatory No. 93: 

State whether WCI claims that it used knowledge of its waste 

stream to characterize its wastes for purposes of making waste 

determinations required under 40 C.F.R. § 262.11 with respect to 

wastes flowing into or disposed of in the impoundments. 
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Interrogatory No. 94: 

If WCI claims that it used knowledge of its waste stream to 

characterize its wastes for purposes of making waste 

determinations under 40 C.F.R. § 262.11 with respect to wastes 

flowing into or disposed of in the impoundments, please state 

what waste determinations WCI made for each waste stream. 

Interrogatory No. 95: 

If WCI claims that it used knowledge of its waste stream to 

characterize its wastes for purposes of making waste 

determinations under 40 C.F.R. § 262.11 with respect to wastes 

flowing into or disposed of in the impoundments, please identify 

the dates on which such determinations were made for each waste 

stream. 

- 35-



Interrogatory No. 96: 

If WCI claims that it used knowledge of its waste stream to 

characterize its wastes for purposes of making waste 

determinations under 40 C.F.R. § 262.11 with respect to wastes 

flowing into or disposed of in the impoundments, please identify 

each person involved in making such determinations for each waste 

stream. 

Interrogatory No. 97: 

If WCI claims that it used knowledge of its waste stream to 

characterize its wastes flowing into the impoundments for 

purposes of making waste determinations under 40 C.F.R. § 262.11 

with respect to wastes flowing into or disposed of in the 

impoundments, please identify all samples taken for the purpose 

of making such determinations for each waste stream. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Lois J. Schiffer 
Assistant Attorney General 
Environment & Natural Resources 

Division 
United States Department of Justice 

\!J ru )] OM}- JJ. YQLU)4i """cn:::;;:::=-------
DrenayeiY~ ihluston 
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Of Counsel: 

Deirdre Tanaka, Esq. 
Assistant Regional Counsel 
U.S. EPA-- Region 5 
77 West Jackson 
Chicago, Illinois 60604 

Environmental Enforcement Section 
U.S. Department of Justice 
P.O. Box 7611, Ben Franklin Station 
Washington, D.C. 20044 
(202) 305-0260 

Emily M. Sweeney 
United States Attorney 

Arthur I. Harris 
Bar No. 0027128 
Assistant United States Attorney 
Northern District of Ohio 
1800 Bank One Center 
600 Superior Avenue 
Cleveland, OH 44114 
(216) 622-3711 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that a copy of the foregoing United States' 
First Set of Requests for Admissions and Second Set of 
Interrogatories was served on the following counsel for 
Defendant, by hand delivery, this ~day of April, 1999: 

VAN CARSON 
Squire, Sanders & Dempsey 
4900 Key Tower 
127 Public Square 
Cleveland, OH 44114-1304 

VINCENT ATRIANO 
Squire, Sanders & Dempsey 
1300 Huntington Center 
41 South High Street 
Columbus, OH 43215 







Number and Distribution of pH Measurements 
WCI Central Treatment Plant Influent From Pond No.6 

By Month and Total Year, 1988* 
1 

Total 

Jili ~ Oct Nov Dec Year 

,;1.0 0 0 0 0 0. 
1.1 0 0 0 0 0 
1.2 0 0 0 0 0 

.. J.3 0 2 0 0 2 
1.4 0 41 6 0 47 
1.5 0 28 2 0 30 
1.6 0 16 41 9 66 
1.7 0 9 34 7 so 
1.8 0 9 15 0 24 
1.9 8 14 6 1 29 
2.0 34 33 :! 50 ill 

Total s2 42 !52 I 08 67 369 

2.1·2.5 280 189 128 190 ·787 
2.6·12.4 38 14 107 107 266 .· 
12.5-14 Q Q Q Q .Q 

Grand Total · 360 355 343 364 1.422 

%of Grand 
Total ,;2 11.7% 42.8% 31.5% 18.4% 25.9% 

Source: WCI Central Treatment Plant Turn Audit Forms I; GOVERNME~T 
"'Partial year available. f ;;c_~l~ll'l!k' .. 1 . 

<.::: a \ 
•.. :! 4:98 cv 1082 ,. 
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Number and Distribution of pH Measurements 
WCI Central Treatment Plant Influent From Pond No. 6 

By Month ~d Total Year, 1989 

Total 

pH !rul Feb Mar Apr MID: June Jl!t: Al!g ~ ili1 Nov ~ ~ 

d.O 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 I 0 0 0 I 

1.1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1.2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1.3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1.4 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 0 7 

1.5 4 0 2 8 0 0 0 I 3 26 0 0 44 

1.6 8 3 16 21 10 0 0 3 17 28 . I 0 107 

1.7 4 17 36 68 71 0 2 14 37 32 32 0 313 

1.8 36 14 58 73 62 3 29 16 75 50 54 0 470 

1.9 43 17 82 99 57 53 88 42 59 67 78 I 686 

2.0 .31 22 .Gi ~ .8_Q Q2 HZ TI 1Q .81 ±3. ~ _Q.5l 

Total ,;2 .l2.a ..8.Q ~ ..11.2 2£Q J1.S. .2Ql m _lll .221 .1Q.8. _Q ..usJ. 

2.1-2.5 211 254 105 39 70 180 139 193 117 63 80 179 1,630 

2.6-12.4 28 2 8 2 10 55 30 21 n 1 70 187 425 

12.5-14 Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q _Q 

Grand Total .:ill. _llQ ..m. j_QQ j_QQ j_QQ _llQ .l61 j_QQ ~ .1S..8. ..m. .1J..1Q 

%of Grand 
Total ,2 34.9% 23.8% 69.5% 88.6% 77.8% 34.7% 54.3% 41.7% 64.4% 82.0% 58.1% 1.6% 52.6% 

Source: WCI Central Treatment Plant Tum Audit Forms -~ JJOVERNME~T .. 
-::.!~~--'--·- ... ' -1 b ... ~:.r.~-;. ·. 
,._~;~~ ' ' . 

f'!ii EXHIBIT; · '·•· 

-''·• 4:98 cv 1082 ·'.'. ,c·:· - .. 
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Number and Distribution of pH Measurements 

WCI Central Treatment Plant Influent From Pond No. 6 
By Month ~d Total Year, 1990 

Total 

ru::I Jan Feb Mar Apr May June July Aug Sept Oct Nov Dec Year 

~ 1.0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 10 10 

1.1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 

1.2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 8 

1.3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 3 

1.4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 2 

1.5 0 0 0 2 6 0 0 1 1 0 0 3 13 

1.6 0 0 2 9 2 0 3 6 6 0 .8 1 37 

1.7 0 0 10 13 13 0 6 6 11 2 27 10 98 

1.8 0 2 17 21 30 8 12 5 23 7 60 10 195 

1.9 0 16 52 39 58 16 21 7 35 23 71 33 371 

2.0 Q 28 79 37 53 58 75 J. 67 76 .~ 50 607 

Total ~2 _Q ·_±§ 160 121 162 ~ 117 .11 144 108 247 _!_ll 1 346 

2.1-2.5 58 220 141 186 163 230 114 110 156. 236 60 179 1,853 

2.6-12.4 314 70 27 51 31 51 9 234 60 28 53 62 990 

12.5-14 Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q 

Grand Total 372 336 328 358 356 363 240 372 360 372 360 372 4,189 

%of Grand 
Total ~2 0.0% 13.7% 48.8% 33.8% 45.5% 22.6% 48.8% 7.5% 40.0%' 29.0% 68.6% 35.2% 32.1% 

Source: WCI Central Treatment Plant Turn Audit Forms ~~,~~~~~E:~T l:i•; .. . -·~· \4~ . lc .. 
~.·":" 4:98 CV 1082 
,.,: '""'" 



Numberand Distribution of pH Measurements 

WCI Central Treatment Plant Influent From Pond No. 6 

By Montl;l and Total Year, 1991 

Total 

QH Jan Feb Mar Apr May June July Aug Sept Oct Noy Dec Year 

,; 1.0 34 0 0 0 1 0 0. 0 0 0 0 0 35 

1.1 9 0 d 0 0 0 0 9 0 0 0 0 18 

1.2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 23 0 0 0 0 24 

1.3 2 0 0 3 4 0 1 36 2 0 0 0 48 

1.4 7 0 0 10 16 6 11 45 13 0 1 0 109 

1.5 1 2 2 13 28 5 31 59 35 0 0 0 176 

1.6 4 23 21 30 73 2 32 64 61 0 0 2 312 

1.7 6 19 37 45 93 2 22 61 51 2 2 20 360 

1.8 19 54 64 47 52 14 22 23 67 19 22 33 436 

1.9 22 66 63 60 63 20 20 29 47 47 37 46 520 

2.0 39 ..11 .iQ J1 .11 30 J.2 .lQ J.2 .l2 ~ _11 381 

Total ,;2 144 207 227 240 357 .12 !58 369 315 .21 107 JJ2 2.419 

2.1-2.5 179 114 103 78 11 269 193 1 40 218 172 134 1,512 

2.6-12.4 49 15 36 40 I 7 20 2 5 57 81 119 432 

12.5-14 Q _Q _Q _Q _Q _Q _Q _Q _Q _Q _Q _Q _Q 

Grand Total 372 336 366 358 369 355 371 372 360 372 360 372 4,363 

%of Grand 
Total ,;2 38.7% 61.6% 62.0% 67.0% 96.7% 22.3% 42.6% 99.2% 87.5% 26.1% 29.7% 32.0% 55.4% 

Source: WCI Central Treatment Plant Turn Audit Forms I~ GOVERNMENT · 

l-4~r::~2. 



Number and Distribution of pH Measurements 
WCI Central Treatment Plant Influent From Pond No. 6 

By Mont~ and Total Year, 1992 
Total 

!ili Jan Feb Mar Apr May June July Aug Sept - Oct Nov Dec Year 

:d.O 0 0 0 0 0 2 16 1 0 1 0 0 20 

1.1 0 0 0 I 1 5 0 0 1 5 0 0 13 

1.2 0 0 0 1 1 14 2 0 0 21 0 0 39 

1.3 0 0 2 0 0 32 0 2 5 23 0 0 64 

1.4 0 0 7 0 1 38 0 3 18 42 0 0 109 

1.5 0 0 17 4 6 . 37 1 17 39 34 1 0 156 

1.6 0 3 57 12 8 34 16 50 30 53 3 0 266 

1.7 0 3 51 25 9 18 29 65 17 40 16 0 273 

1.8 0 4 43 36 39 14 31 56 30 29 13 14 309 

1.9 1 3 44 72 59 10 21 37 35 32 35 30 379 

2.0 2 ..12 _§]_ B. jQ :!_· _n Jl .l2. .l1 l..Q Jl 350 

. Total ,;;2 lQ .ll 282 222 174 211 129 242 204 297 98 77 I 978 

2.1-2.5 147 284 74 117 148 73 137 23 10.8 42 139 135 1,427 

2.6-12.4 214 32 13 16 30 63 106 104 47 33 116 160 934 

12.5-14 Q _Q _Q _l _Q ~ _Q _Q _Q _Q :!_ _Q lQ 

Grand Total 371 348 369 357 352 348 372 369 359 372 360 372 4 349 

%of Grand 
Total :;:2 2.7% 9.2% 76.4% 62.2% 49.4% 60.6% 34.7% 65.6% 56.8% 79.8% 27.2% 20.7% 45.5% 

Source: WCI Central Treatment Plant Turn Audit Forms ~ GOVERNMENT 
f < : •• ~liJ~IT_ 

.• 4:98 cv 1082 i. ·· le 



Number and Distribution of pH Measurements 

WCI Central Treatment Plant Influent From Pond No. 6 

By Month and Total Year, 1993 

Total 

!2H Jan Feb Mar Apr May June July Aug Sept Oct Nov Dec Year 

:d.O 10 0 21 10 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 45 

1.1 I 0 17 0 17 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35 

1.2 I 1 15 4 20 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 48 

1.3 0 5 18 6 23 21 0 0 0 0 0 0 73 

1.4 10 .3 14 3 52 16 0 0 0 0 0 0 98 

1.5 14 8 13 5 53 35 I 0 0 2 0 0 13I 

1.6 I7 IS I3 I2 50 54 I 0 2 6 0 0 170 

1.7 33 2I 7 25 49 24 0 8 21 30 IO 3 23 I 

1.8 43 5 9 39 28 28 I 56 48 I15 25 I3 4IO 

1.9 43 4 26 44 3I 28 9 77 51 II9 47 58 537 

2.0 ;u ..ll. j1 .±§ Jl 2.3 ...u l.2 J.Q jl _ll lli 532 

Total ,;2 203 .]Q 205 I94 338 236 JJ. 200 I 52 323 165 187 2.3 IO 

2.1-2.5 97 6I 124 !03 22 84 240 I 53 1I3 39 I60 167 I,363 

2.6-12.4 7I 194 43 63 I2 39 I05 18 95· 8 35 I7 700 

12.5-I4 Q _Q _Q _Q _Q _Q _Q _Q _Q _Q _Q _Q Q 

Grand Total 371 335 372 360 372 359 372 371 360 370 360 371 4 373 

%of Grand 
Total ,;2 54.7% 23.9% 55.1% 53.9% 90.9% 65.7% 7.3% 53.9% 42.2% 87.3% 45.8% 50.4% 52.8% 

Source: WCI Central Treatment Plant Turn Audit Forms or~ GOVERNMENT f ~-~IBJt:_; ' . . 1f 
. '4;98 CV 1082 · 



Number and Distribution of pH Measurements 

WCI Central treatment Plant Influent From Pond No. 6 

by Month; and Total Year, 1994 

Total 

Jill Jan Feb Mar Apr May June July Aug Sept Oct Nov Dec Year 

:d.O 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1.1 0 0 d 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1.2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1.3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1.4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1.5 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 

1.6 I 0 0 0 0 l 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 

1.7 0 1 6 I 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 II 

1.8 I 5 II 3 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 21 

1.9 2 13 36 1 12 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 70 

2.0 29 .1.1 62 ~ J..2 .ll. .Q .Q 11 .Q .Q .Q 239 

Total ,;2 l.l jl 117 . ~ .E .1], .Q .Q 11 .Q .Q .Q 345 

2.1-2.5 176 158 177 146 103 55 0 0 10.6 0 0 0 921 

2.6-12.4 163 125 78 143 229 277 372 372 242 372 360 372 3,105 . 

12.5-14 Q .Q .Q ~ .2. .Q .Q .Q .Q .Q .Q .Q _§. 

Grand Total 372 336 372 360 369 360 372 372 360 372 360 372 4 377 

%of Grand 
Total ,;2 8.9% 15.8% 31.5% 19.4% 8.7% 7.8% 0.0% 0.0% 3.3% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 7.9% 

Source: WCI Central Treatment Plant Turn Audit Forms 
- ~ GOVERNMENT r -d:7~:~:~ 





Jill 

:S 1.0 
1.1 
1.2 
1.3 
1.4 
1.5 
1.6 
1.7 
1.8 
1.9 
2.0 

Total :S2 

2.1-2.5 
2.6-12.4 
12.5-14 

Jan 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

_Q 

Q 

15 
729 

_Q 

Feb 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

_Q 

_Q 

0 
696 

_Q 

Number and Distribution of pH Measurements 
WCI Central Treatment Plant Influent From Pond No. 6 

By Montk and Total Year, 1996 

Mar Apr May 

0 0 0 
0 0 0 
0 0 0 
0 . 0 0 
0 0 0 
0 0 0 
0 0 0 
0 0 0 
0 0 0 
0 0 0 

_Q _Q _Q 

_Q _Q Q 

0 0 48 
741 719 696 

_Q _Q _Q 

June July 

0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 

•_Q _Q 

_Q _Q 

0 0 
719 743 

_Q _Q 

Aug 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

_Q 

_Q 

0 
744 

_Q 

Sept 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

_Q 

_Q 

0 
718· 

_Q 

Total 
Oct Nov Dec Year 

0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 

_Q _Q _Q _Q 

_Q _Q _Q Q 

0 0 0 63 
741 719 743 8,708 

_Q _Q _Q _Q 

Grand Total 744 696 741 719 744 719 743 744 718 741 719 743 8 771 

%~ili~ 0.~ 0.~ ~~ 0.~ 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.~ 0.~ 0.~ 0.0% 

Total :S2 

Source: WCI Central Treatment Plant Turn Audit Forms ~ GOVERNMENT 

1
.·· .EXHIBIT · 
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Number and Distribution of pH Measurements 

WCI Central Treatment Plant Influent From Pond No. 6 

By Mon\h and Total Year, 1997 

Total 

Jill Jan Feb Mar Apr May June July Aug Sept Oct Nov Dec Year 

:d.O 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1.1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1.2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1.3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1.4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1.5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1.6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1.7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1.8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1.9 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

2.0 ..Q ..Q ..Q ..Q ..Q ..Q ..Q ..Q ..Q ..Q ..Q ..Q ..Q 

Total ,;2 ..Q ..Q ..Q ..Q ..Q ..Q . ..Q ..Q ..Q ..Q ..Q ..Q ..Q 

-
2.1-2.5 5 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 45 0 0 58 

2.6-12.4 739 649 744 720 744 720 744 744 720. 696 719 744 8,683 

12.5-14 ..Q _li ..Q ..Q ..Q ..Q ..Q ..Q ..Q ..Q ..Q ..Q _li 

Grand Total 744 657 744 720 744 720 744 744 720 741 719 744 8 741 

%of Grand 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 

Total ,;2 

Sot1rce: WCI Central Treatment Plant Turn Audit Form lr;: GOVERNMENT 
~ .. EXHIBIT · .·.• ·.·· .... Ij' ... c ..... 

. ·, 4:98 cv 1082 



Jili 

:d.O 
·u 

1.2 
1.3 
1.4 
1.5 
1.6 
1.7 
1.8 
1.9 
2.0 

Total ,;2 

2.1-2.5 
2.6-12.4 
12.5-14 

Grand Total 

%of Grand 
Total ,;2 

Number and Distribution of pH Measurements 
WCI Central Treatment Plant Influent From Pond No. 6 

By Month and Total Year, 1998* 

Jan 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

.0 

_Q 

0 

744 

Q 

\ 

Feb Mar 

0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 

_Q ._Q 

0 0 
672 720 

_Q _Q 

Total 
Apr May June July Year 

0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 ' 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 b 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 

_Q _Q _Q _Q _Q 

0 1 0 0 1 

720 719 120 743. 5,038 

_Q _Q _Q _Q _Q 

744 672 720 .1lQ 720 720 743 5.039 

0,0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0,0% 0.0% 0,0% 0.0% 

Source: WCI Central Treatment Plant Turn Audit Form 
*Partial year available. 

~ GOVERNMENT 
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Number of Days with pH Measurement of2 or Below 
WCI Central Treatment Plant Influent From Pond No. 6 

By Month and Year 1988-1998 

~* .12E2 .122.Q 122.1 1.222 1m .l2.2:l 1m. 
' January --- 16 0 20 2 25 12 0 

February --- 14 10 26 7 12 13 0 

March --- 24 23 23 30 24 20 0 

April --- 29 18 26 30 27 17 2 

May --- 28 21 31 27 31 5 0 

June --- 14 II 14 24 26 5 0 

July --- 25 19 18 17 8 0 . I 

August --- 24 3 31 22 25 0 0 

September II 27 23 29 25 17 2 0 

October 18 28 22 II 30 31 0 0 

November II 22 26 18 19 20 0 0 

December 10 3 20 14 17 26 0 0 

Total ~ ill .1.2.Q 2.Q1 250 272 74 .3. 

. %of Days 
in Period 41.0% 69.9% 53.7% 71.5% 68.3% 74.5% 20.3% 0.8% 

Source: WCI Central Treatment Plant Tum Audit Forms 
*Partial year available. 

1222 1221 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

Q Q 

0.0% 0.0% 

12.2.8.* 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Q 

0.0% 

Total 

lli1 

37.6% 

·~ GOVERNMENT 
j .· EXHIBIT 

~ . , 4:98 c~ 1082 



January 

February 

March 

April 

May 

June 

July 

August 

September 

October 

November 

December 

Total 

%of Days 
in Period 

1988* 1989 

-- 3 

-- 3 

-- 9 

-- 13 

-- 12 

-- 0 

-- 2 

-- 5 

0 13 

9 11 

10 7 

2 0 

21 1.8_ 

17.2% 21.4% 

Number of Days with pH Measurement of 1.7 or Below 
WCI Central Treatment Plant Influent From Pond No. 6 

By Month and Year 1988-1998 

1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 
\ 

0 9 0 14 1 0 

0 11 2 6 1 0 

3 14 20 15 2 0 

5 17 II 16 I 0 

9 25 II 31 I 0 

0 3 22 20 0 0 

3 11 11 1 0 0 

3 29 22 3 0 0 

6 22 14 7 0 0 

I I 25 12 0 0 

10 3 6 3 0 0 

7 5 0 3 0 0 

47 ill 144 ill .Q .Q 

12.9% 41.1% 39.3% 35.9% 4.0% 0.0% 

Source: WCI Central Treatment Plant Tum Audit Forms 
*Partial year available. 

1996 1997 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

.Q .Q 

0.0% 0.0% 

1998* 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

.Q 

0.0% 

Total 

577 

15.9% 

;: . GQVERN~ENT 
j "': EXHJ151!.1L r 4:98 cv 1082 



Differences Between pH Measurements: 

Probe Readings vs. Grab Samples 

WCI Central Treatmetit Plant Influent From Pond No. 6 
' 1995-1998 

Differences in gH For CTP Measurements For CTP Measurements 

Units of3 or Below Above 3 

Percentage Percentage 

Distribution of Total Distribution of Total 

0.0 38 30.2% 10 14.9% 

0.1 61 48.4% 21 31.3% 

0.2 25 19.8% 16 23.9% 

0.3 2 1.6% 4 6.0% 

0.4 0 0.0% 16 23.9% 

Total 126 100.0% 67 100.0% 

Percentage of Total 
With Difference Less 
Than or Equal to 0.2 98.4% 70.1% 

Source: WCI Central Treatment Plant Turn Audit Forms 

Totals For All Measurements 

Distribution 

48 

82 

41 

6 

16 

193 

Percentage 
of Total 

24.9% 

42.5% 

21.2% 

3.1% 

8.3% 

100.0% 

88.6% 

~.GOVERNMENT 

.
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U.S. Department of Justice 

Environment and Natural Resources Division 

JG:FB 
90-5-l-l-5027C 
Environmental Enforcement Section 
P. 0. Box 7611 
Washington, DC 20044·7611 

Killam Associates 

November 20, 1998 

f/k/a Duncan, Lagnese & Associates, Inc. 
100 Allegheny Drive 
Warrendale, PA 15086 
724/772-0200 

Re: United States v. WCI Steel, Inc. 
No. 4:98CV1082 (N.D. Ohio) 

Dear Sir/Madam: 

Telephone (202) 514-4149 
Facsimile (202) 616-6584 

The enclosed subpoena relates to a civil action by the 
United States against WCI Steel, Inc., for alleged violations of 
the Research Conservation and Recovery Act at WCI's Warren, Ohio, 
steel facility. The subpoena requires you to produce documents 
for inspection and copying at your offices on December 15, 1998, 
at 9:00 a.m. The documents called for by the subpoena relate to 
the claims and defenses asserted in the action. 

If you have questions regarding the subpoena, please call me 
at 202/514-4149. For your information, WCI is represented in 
this matter by Vincent Atriano, Esq., of Squire, Sanders & 
Dempsey (614/365-2783). 

Thank you for your cooperation. 

cc: Deirdre Tanaka 
Art Harris 

Sincerely yours, 

~~ 
Frank Bentkover 
Trial Attorney 





AO 88 (Rev. 1/94) S1,1bpoena in a Civil Case 

Issued by the 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

WESTERN DISTRICT OF 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 

v. 

WCI STEEL, INC. 

TO: Killam Associates 
f/k/a Duncan, Lagnese & Associates, Inc. 

100 Allegheny Drive 
1Warrendale, PA 15086 

testify in the above case. 
PLACE OF TESTIMONY 

PENNSYLVANIA 

SUBPOENA IN A CIVIL CASE 

CASE NUMBER: 4:98CV1082 

N.D. Ohio 
Judge James S. Gwin 

·coURTROOM 

DATE AND TIME 

YOU ARE COMMANDED to appear at the place, date, and time specified below to testify at the taking of a deposition in 
~ above case. 

r LACE OF DEPOSITION DATEANDTIME 

X YOU ARE COMMANDED to produce and permit inspection and copying of the following documents or objects at the 
place, date, and time specified below (list documents or 
objects): Documents specified in subpoena attachment. 

PLACE DATE AND TIME 

Your Company Offices. 
12-15-98 9:00am 

YOU ARE COMMANDED to permit inspection of the following premises at the date and time specified below. 

PREMISES 

Any organization nof a party to this suit that is subpoenaed for the taking of a deposition shall designate one or more 
officers, directors, or managing agents, or other persons who consent to testify on its behalf, and may set forth, for each person 
designated, the matters on which the person will testify. Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, 30(b)(6). 

--- ---
ISS~FFICER SIG A~ IF ATTORNEY FOlfPLA:iNtii'F-OR DEFENDANT) -------DATE 

Attorney for laintiff 11-20-98 
--------- ~~ 

Frank Eientkover, Environmental Enforcement Section, U.S. Departme-nt of Justice, 
_P. 0. Box 76_11._'1V"_s_hinlJIOn, D.C. 20044 J.20~L514-4149 ______ _ 

(See Rule 45, Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, Parts C & Don Reverse) 
This rorm was electronically produced by Elite Federal Forms. Inc 





AO 88 (Rev. I/94) Subpoena in a Civil Case 

PROOF OF SERVICE 
DATE PLACE 

SERVED 

--~ ~- -----
SERVED ON (PRINT NAME) MANNER OF SERVICE 

SERVED BY (PRINT NAME) TITLE 

---~--~ --

DECLARATION OF SERVER 
I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States of America that the foregoing 

information contained in the Proof of Service is true and correct. 

Executed 
on 

------,D"A"T"E ----~ --

Rule 45, Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, Parts C & D: 

(c) PROTECTION OF PERSONS SUBJECT TO SUBPOENAS. 

(1) A party or an attorney responsible for the issuance and 
service of a subpoena shall take reasonable stepS to avoid imposing 
undue burden or expense on a perSon subject to that subpoena. The 
court on behalf of which the subpoena was issued shall enforce this 
duty and impose upon the party or attorney in breach of this duty an 
appropriate sanction which may include, but is not limited to, lost 
earnings and reasonable attorney's fee. 

(2) (A) A person commanded to produce and permit inspection 
and copying of designated books, papers, documents or tangible 
things, or inspection of premises need not appear in person at the 
place of production or inspection unless commanded to appear for 
deposition, hearing or trial. 

(B) Subject to paragraph (d) (2) of this rule, a person 
commanded to produce and permit inspection and copying may, 
within 14 days after service of subpoena or before the time specified 
for compliance if such time is less than 14 days after service, serve 
upon the party or attorney designated in the subpoena written 
objection to inspection or copying of any or all of the designated 
materials or of the premises. If objection is made, the party serving 
the subpoena shall not be entitled to inspect and copy materials or 
inspect the premises except pursuant to an order of the court by 
which the subpoena was issued. If objection has been made, the 
party serving the subpoena may, upon notice to the person 
commanded to produce, move at any time for an order to compel the 
production. Such an order to compel production shall protect any 
"'""t"S0n who is not a party or an officer of a party from significant 

mse resulting from the inspection and copying commanded. 

(3) (A) On timely motion. the court by which a subpoena was 
issued shall quash or modify the subpoena if it 

(i) fails to allow reasonable time for compliance; 
(ii) requires a person who is not a party or an officer of a 

party to travel to a place more than 100 miles from the place where 
that person resides, is employed or regularly transacts business in 

SIGNATURE OF SERVER 

ADDRESS OF SERVER 

person, except that, subject to the provisions of clause (c)(3)(B)(iii) of 
this rule, such a person may in order to attend trial be commanded to 
travel from any such place within the state in which the trial is held, or 

(iii) requires disclosure of privileged or other protected 
matter and no exception or waiver applies, or 

(iv) subjects a person to undue burden. 

(B) if a subpoena 

(i) requires disclosure of a trade secret or other confidential 
research, development, or commercial information, or 

(ii) requires disclosure of an unretained expert's opinion or 
information not describing specific events or occurrences in dispute 
and resulting from the expert's's study made not at the request of any 
party, or 

(iii) requires a person who is not a party or an officer of a 
party to incur substantial expense to travel more than 100 miles to 
attend trial, The court may, to protect a person subject to or affected 
by the subpoena, quash or modify the subpoena, or, if the party in 
whose behalf the subpoena is issued shows a substantial need for 
the testimony or material that cannot be otherwise met without undue 
hardship and assures that the person to whom the subpoena is 
addressed will .be reasonably compensated, the court may order 
appearance or production only upon specified conditions. 
(d) DUTIES IN RESPONDING TO SUBPOENA. 

(1) A person responding to a subpoena to produce documents 
shall produce them as they are kept in the usual course of business 
or shall organize and label them to correspond with the categories in 
the demand. 

(2) When informatiorfsubject to a subpoena is withheld on a 
claim that it is privileged or subject to protection as trial preparation 
materials, the claim shall be made expressly and shall be supported 
by a description of the nature of the documents, communications, or 
things not produced that is sufficient to enable the demanding party 
to contest the claim. 





SUBPOENA ATTACHMENT 

I. DEFINITIONS 

l. "WCI" means WCI Steel, Inc., its wholly or partly owned 

subsidiaries, affiliates or divisions, its predecessors-in­

interest, if any, its present and former officers, directors, 

employees, agents, representatives, and any other person acting 

in a consulting, advisory, supervisory or reviewing capacity 

(including any parent company) to, or acting or purporting to act 

on behalf of, any of the foregoing. 

2. "Facility" means the steel plant, whether owned or 

operated by WCI, LTV or Republic Steel, located at 1040 Pine 

Avenue, S.E., Warren, Ohio, including all buildings, structures, 

equipment and surface impoundments located there. 

3. "Impoundments" means surface impoundments designated as 

Ponds 5, 6 and 6A at the Facility. 

4. "Person" means any individual, partnership, corporation, 

association, or other business or legal entity. 

5. "Or" and "and" mean the most inclusive of and/or. 

6. "QA/QC" means quality assurance/quality control. 

7. ''Relate to'' means discuss, describe, refer to, reflect, 

contain, analyze, study, report on, comment on, evidence, 

comprise, constitute, set forth, consider, recommend, concern, 

allude or pertain to, in whole or in part. 

8. "Document" means any written, recorded, or graphic 

material of any kind, whether prepared by Killam Associates, any 

predecessor, successor, subsidiary or affiliate, or by any other 

person, that is in the possession, custody, or control of Killam 



Associates. The term includes but is not limited to: 

agreements; contracts; letters; telegrams; interoffice 

communications; memoranda; reports; records; instructions; 

specifications; notes; notebooks; scrapbooks; diaries; plans; 

drawings; sketches; blueprints; diagrams; photographs; 

photocopies; charts; graphs; descriptions; drafts; notes and 

minutes of meetings and conferences, telephone or other 

conversations or communications; invoices; purchase orders; bills 

of lading; recordings; published or unpublished speeches or 

articles; publications; transcripts of telephone conversations; 

deposition transcripts; ledgers; financial statements; microfilm; 

microfiche; tape or disk recordings; and computer printouts. The 

term "document'' also includes electronically stored data from 

which information can be obtained either directly or by 

translation through detection devices or readers; any such 

document is to be produced in a reasonably legible and usable 

form. The term "document" includes the original document (or a 

copy thereof if the original is not available) and all copies 

which differ in any respect from the original, including any 

notation, underlining, marking, or information not on the 

original. 

II. PERIOD COVERED 

This subpoena covers all documents prepared, sent or 

received since January 1, 1983. 

•• 
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III. DOCQMENTS TO BE PRODUCED 

1. With respect to the facility, all documents that record, 

discuss, refer or relate to the pH, acidity or corrosiveness of 

any wastewaters or other substances at the facility, including 

those that were sent to or were in any impoundment, or at Lift 

Station No. 9, any bosh box, or at or entering the Central 

Wastewater Treatment Plant. 

2. With respect to the facility, all documents that record, 

discuss, refer or relate to any reason or factor that caused, or 

may have caused, the pH to be too low, or below any particular 

value, or,,the acidity or corrosiveness to be too high, of any 

flows, wastewaters or other substances at the facility, including 

those that were conveyed to, entering, leaving, or in, the 

impoundments, or at or entering the Central Wastewater Treatment 

Plant. 

3. With respect to the facility, all documents that 

discuss, refer or relate to increasing the pH, or to reducing the 

acidity or corrosiveness, or to any measure, system or project to 

increase the pH, or to reduce the acidity or corrosiveness of, 

any wastewaters or other substances at the facility, including 

those that were sent to, entering, leaving, or in, any 

impoundment, or at or entering the central wastewater treatment 

plant. 

4. With respect to the facility, all documents that 

discuss, refer or relate to QA/QC, the accuracy, margin of error, 

sampling methodology, analysis reference method, or calibration 
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of any pH sensor or probe or related measuring equipment 

(including any manufacturer's manuals for such equipment and any 

documents identifying or describing such equipment) used by 

Killam or any other person, or of any pH measurement, of any 

wastewaters or other substances at the facility, including those 
that were sent to or were in any impoundment, or at Lift Station 
No. 9, any bosh box, or at or entering the Central Wastewater 

Treatment Plant. 

5. With respect to the facility, all documents that record, 
discuss, refer or relate to any sampling or analysis, or to the 
results of such sampling or analysis, of any wastewaters, sludges 
or other substances at the facility, including those that were 
sent to or in any impoundment, or of any soils, sediments or 

groundwater beneath or adjacent to any of the impoundments. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that true and correct copies of the 

foregoing civil subpoena to Killam Associates were served on 

November 20, 1998, by United States mail postage prepaid, on the 

following: 

Van Carson, Esq. 
Squire, Sanders & Dempsey 
4900 Key Tower 
127 Public Square 
Cleveland, OH 44114-1304 

_:.;., _ .. 

Vincent Atriano, Esq. 
Squire, Sanders & Dempsey 
1300 Huntington Center 
41 South High Street 
Columbus, OH 43215 

Frank Bentkover 





11/16/96 MON 15:10 FAX 202 616 6564 

IMPORTANT: This facsimile is intended only for the use of the individual or emity 10 which it is addn:ssed. It may contain infonnation that is privileged, confidential, or otherwise protected from disclosure under applicable law. If the reader of this transmission is not the intcrtded recipient or the employee or agent responsible for delivering the transmission to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution, O<>pying or use of this transmission or it's contents is strictly prohibited. If you have received this transmission in error, please notiJy us by telephoning and return the original transmission to us at the address given below_ 

FROM: Department of Justice 
Environment and Natural Resources Division 

NUMBER OF PAGES SENT (INCLUDING COVER PAGE): 

SPECIAL INSTRUCriONS: 

li!JOOl 





State of Ohio Environmental Protection Agency 

STREET ADDRESS: ____________ MAILING ADDRESS: 

100 WaterMark Drive 
.....:olumbus, OH 43215-1099 

August 18, 1998 

Michael Beedle 

TELE: {611.) 644-3020 FAX: (614) 644-2329 

United States Environmental Protection Agency 
Region 5; DE-9J 
77 West Jackson Boulevard 
Chicago, IL 60604-3590 

Dear Mr. Michael Beedle, 

P.O. Box 1049 
Columbus, OH 43216-1049 

Enclosed, please find copies of the information you requested and a copy of your original letter 
from Ohio EPA, Division of Emergency and Remedial Responses: Emergency Response 
Section. 

Re: WCI Steel, Inc. 
Warren, Ohio 
Trumbull County 

Re: Republic Engineered Steels 
Canton, Ohio 
Stark County 

Please be advised that this information is from the Emergency Response Section only and that 
there might be other information within other units at the Ohio EPA. If you have any questions 
please feel free to contact me at (614) 644-2084. 

NOTE* There will not be a charge for this information. 

Thank You, 

Cindy Lewis 

cc: Tim Hickin, DERRIER 
Teri McCloskey, DERR/CRS 

EPA 1617 (rev. 1/95) 

(i) Prinled on Recycled Paper 

George V. Voinovich, Governor 
Donald A. Schregardus, Director 
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VIA FACSIMILE 

The Honorable Peter C. Economus 
United States District Court 
Northern District of Ohio 
U.S. Federal Building and Courthouse 
105 Market Street 
Youngstown, Ohio 44503 

July 6, 1998 

Re: U.S. v. WCI Steel, Inc.: Case No. 4:98CV1082 CRCRA Case) 

Dear Judge Economus: 

!fi.:..d !flu./ JV~­
(ll6) 479-8326 

In accordance with the Court's June 16, 1998 order, attached please find WCI Steel, 
Inc.'s Answer to Complaint and Civil Case Information Statement which were filed and served 
on opposing counsel today. 

Please call should you have any questions. 

/dap 
Enclosures 

cc: Frank Bentkover, Esq. (w/encl.) 
Arthur I. Harris, Esq. (w/encl.) 
Deirdre Tanaka, Esq. (w/encl.) 

Very truly yours, 

Lisa D. Sutton 

?/J..d~ua • ?/J_,JdJ • :'iJudy--.;/ • {jok,Ju.d • ~cn.u/k • .AJY•v • ..£nk • J/ad.u/ 
J(.anu • c~O • ./1/,;o qt/,..f • [llk~ • 9~ • Yf'"~&m 





UNITED STATES DISTRICT' COURT FOR THE 
' ' NORTHERN DISTRJCi' OF OHIO 

CIVIL CASE INFORMA STATEMENT 

CAPTION 

United States v. WCI Steel, Inc. 

CASE NO. 

4:98CV1082 

Consent: to the Jurisdiction of • Magl•tr•t• Judge . JUDGE: Economus 

YES I!] NOD 
11 YES. have You Riled Out the Appropriate Form? MAGISTRATE Thomas 

*Plaintiff has not consented to JUDGE: 
YES 0 NO [i] jurisdiction of Magistrate Judge 

Is this case suitable for electronic fDing7 (Sea guldeRnes on reverse side.) 

X N If h Filings would likely include voluminous attachments. __ Yes __ o, no. w y noL-_;_;;:._..:::._:..._ _____ ;;_ ___________________ _:._ 

Briefly describe the case; Include any special characteristics that may warrant extended discovery or accelerated disposition. If 
complex or exped"rted track assignment Is requested, explain why. (Usa Separate Sheet if Add'rtlan!ll Spil!iilbls ReJIUirPd): 
Civil action for injunctive relief and ~~vil Rina1ties pursvant to Sect1on,3U 8 or tne • 
Resource Conservation and Recove~ Act l RCRA 1 42 U.S.C. 9 6928. Extens1ve expert test1mony 
will be necessary on compliance issues and app 1cable defenses. 

*Case settled and dismissed without prejudice Dut W1t[l_l;ourt: retaining subject matter 
jurisdiction to enter consent decree. 

RELATED CASE? YES [!]* NO D CASE NO. 4:95CV1442 JUDGE Gwin 

-
A HORNEY NAME AND MHdftilYMBER TELEPHONE NUMBER 
Van Carson, Esq. (216) 479-8500 (Carson & Sutton) 
L:i-sa D. Sutl;on, Esq. (#~~8~H2~4 ) ( 614 I 365-2 700 (Atriano) V1ncent Atr1ano, Esq. 0 

FIRM NAME AND ADDRESS PARTY NAME • DOCUMENT TYPE 
Squire, Sanders & Dempsey L.L.P. 
4900 Key Tower 1300 Huntington Ctr. Defendant WCI Steel, Inc./Auswer 
127 Public Square 41 South High Street 
Cleveland, Ohio 44114 Columbus, Ohio 43215 

The Information provided on the CIS atotement will be used for edmlnlatratlve ourooaea onlv LR 3.13(b) 
•Wptext\forms\clafonn.DCM 
vised October 1997 

CASE INFORMATION STATEMENT (CIS) 

DCM FORM NO. 1 
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OHIO 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

WCI STEEL, INC., 

Defendant. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

) 
) 

Civil Action No. 4:98CV1 082 

Judge Economus 

WCI STEEL, INC.'S 
ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 

Defendant WCI Steel, Inc. ("WCI Steel"). by and through its attorneys, states 

for its Answer to the Complaint of United States of America ("Plaintiff") as follows: 

NATURE OF ACTION 

1. In response to Paragraph 1, WCI Steel denies that it has committed any 

violation entitling Plaintiff to relief. The remainder of Paragraph 1 does not contain 

allegations of fact, but rather describes the action herein, and, therefore, requires no 

response. 



JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

2. WCI Steel denies any statutory violation which could give rise to the 

jurisdiction alleged under the statutory provisions in Paragraph 2. WCI Steel admits 

that the statutes cited exist and that they speak for themselves. 

3. WCI Steel denies any violation which could give rise to the venue 

alleged under the statutory provisions in Paragraph 3. WCI Steel admits that its 

facility is located in the Northern District of Ohio. WCI Steel admits that the statutes 

cited in Paragraph 3 exist and that they speak for themselves. 

NOTICE 

4. WCI Steel is without knowledge or information sufficient to admit or 

deny the allegation contained in Paragraph 4 and, therefore, denies such allegation. 

STATUTORY AND REGULATORY SCHEME 

5. The statements in Paragraphs 5 through 18 are not allegation:; of fact 

but rather purport to be statements of law and, therefore, require no response, 

except that the statutory and regulatory provisions cited therein speak for 

themselves. 

DEFENDANT AND ITS OPERATIONS 

6. In response to Paragraph 19, WCI Steel admits that it is an Ohio 

corporation with its principal place of business located partially in the City of Warren, 

Warren Township, and Howland Township, all of which are in Ohio. 

7. In response to Paragraph 20, WCI Steel admits that it owns and 

operates an integrated steel facility located at 1040 Pine Avenue, S.E., which is 
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located partially in the City of Warren, Warren Township, and Howland, Township, 

Ohio ("the Facility"). The remainder of this Paragraph does not contain allegations of 

fact, but rather describes the action herein and, therefore, requires no response 

except that WCI Steel denies that the "6a" basin constitutes a "surface 

imp~~" within the meaning of the statutory and regulatory provisions cited in 

the Complaint. 

8. In response to Paragraph 21, WCI Steel admits that on August 31 , 

1988, Warren Consolidated Industries, Inc. acquired the Facility from LTV Steel 

Company ("LTV"). On information and belief, WCI Steel states that Republic Steel 

Corporation operated the Facility prior to LTV. 

9. In response to Paragraph 22, WCI Steel admits that it is a "person" 

within the meaning of Section 1 004(15) of RCRA, 42 U.S.C. § 6903(15), and 

O.A.C. § 3745-50-1 O(A)(86) and 40 C.F.R. § 260.10. 

1 0. WCI Steel denies the allegations contained in Paragraph 23. 

11. In response to Paragraph 24, WCI Steel denies that the 6a basin 

constitutes a surface impoundment. WCI Steel denies the remaining allegations 

contained in Paragraph 24. 

12. WCI Steel denies the allegations contained in Paragraphs 25 - 27. 

13. In response to Paragraph 28, WCI Steel is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to admit or deny precisely when Ponds 5 and 6 and the 6a 

basin were installed or how they were used by prior owners of the Facility and, 

therefore, denies such allegations. WCI Steel admits that Ponds 5 and 6 and the 6a 
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basin exist and that Ponds 5 and 6 are part of the Facility's authorized anp permitted 

wastewater treatment system. The remainder of this Paragraph does not contai:-. 

allegations of fact but rather purport to be statements of law and, therefore, require 

no response. 

14. WCI Steel denies the allegations contained in Paragraphs 29-30. 

1 5. In response to Paragraph 31, WCI Steel admits that Pond 5 and 6 have 

been part of the Facility's authorized and permitted wastewater treatment system 

from November 8, 1988 to present. WCI Steel denies all other allegations contained 

in this paragraph. 

16. The statements in Paragraph 32 are not allegations of fact but rather 

purport to be statements of law and, therefore, require no response except that the 

statutory and regulatory provisions speak for themselves. 

17. In response to Paragraph 33, WCI Steel admits that it does not have a 

permit issued pursuant to Sections 3005 or 3006 of RCRA, 42 U.S.C. § § 6925, 

6926, to manage, treat or store hazardous wastes in Ponds 5 and 6 and the 6a 

basin, but denies that any such permit is required or that its lack of such a permit is a 

violation under these statutory provisions. 

18. WCI Steel is without knowledge or information sufficient to admit or 

deny the allegations with respect to Republic Steel and prior facility owners contained 

in Paragraph 34 and, therefore, denies such allegations. WCI Steel denies all other 

allegations contained in this paragraph. 
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19. In response to Paragraph 35, WCI Steel admits that it ~:jubmitted a 

RCRA Part B Permit Application in November, 1988 which was subsequently revised 

eight times through October, 1992. No response to the remaining allegations in 

Paragraph 35 is necessary since the referenced documents speak for themselves with 

respect to their contents. 

20. In response to Paragraph 36, WCI Steel admits that on August 12, 

1993 Ohio EPA issued the Facility an Ohio Hazardous Waste Installation and 

Operation Permit. WCI Steel admits that on November 11, 1993, U.S. EPA issued 

the Facility the federal portion of a RCRA hazardous waste permit. The remaining 

statements in Paragraph 36 are not allegations of fact but purport to be statements 

of law and, therefore, require no response except that the permits speak for 

themselves. 

21. The statements in Paragraph 37 are not allegations of fact but rather 

purport to be statements of law and, therefore, require no response except that the 

permits speak for themselves. 

22. The statements in Paragraph 38 are not allegations of fact but rather 

purport to be statements of law and, therefore, require no response except that the 

permit speaks for itself. 

23. WCI Steel denies the allegations contained in Paragraph 39. 

24. In response to Paragraph 40, WCI Steel admits that it does not have 

interim status under Section 3005 of RCRA, 42 U.S.C. § 6925, to manage, treat or 
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store hazardous wastes in Ponds 5 and 6 or the 6a basin. WCI Steel penies any 

violation under this statutory provision. 

PLAINTIFF'S FIRST CLAIM FOR RELIEF 
(failure to Obtain Waste Management Permit for Ponds) 

25. WCI Steel incorporates by reference its responses to Paragraphs 1 

through 40 of the Complaint as if fully set forth herein. 

26. The statements in Paragraph 42 are not allegations of fact but rather 

purport to be statements of law and, therefore, require no response except that the 

statutory and regulatory provisions speak for themselves. 

27. The statements in Paragraph 43 are not allegations of fact but rather 

purport to be statements of law and, therefore, require no response except that the 

permit speaks for itself. 

28. WCI Steel denies the allegations contained in Paragraphs 44 - 48. 

PLAINTIFF'S SECOND CLAIM FOR RELIEF 
(Failure to Include Ponds in Part A Application) 

29. WCI Steel incorporates by reference its responses to Paragraphs 1 

through 40 of the Complaint as if fully set forth herein. 

30. The statements in Paragraph 50 are not allegations of fact but rather 

purport to be statements of law and, therefore, require no response except that the 

regulatory provisions speak for themselves. 

31. WCI Steel denies the allegations contained in Paragraphs 51 -54. 
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PLAINTIFF'S THIRD CLAIM FOR RELIEF 
!Failure to Include Ponds in Part B Application) 

32. WCI Steel incorporates by reference its responses to Paragraphs 1 

through 40 of the Complaint as if fully set forth herein. 

33. The statements in Paragraph 56 are not allegations of fact but rather 

purport to be statements of law and, therefore, require no response except that the 

regulatory provisions speak for themselves. 

34. WCI Steel denies the allegations contained in Paragraphs 57 - 60. 

PLAINTIFF'S FOURTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 
(Failure to Meet the Minimum Technological Requirements) 

35. WCI Steel incorporates by reference its responses to Paragraphs 1 

through 40 of the Complaint as if fully set forth herein. 

36. The statements in Paragraph 62 are not allegations of fact but rather 

purport to be statements of law and, therefore, require no response except that the 

statutory and regulatory provisions speak for themselves. 

37. WCI Steel denies the allegations contained in Paragraphs 63- 67. 

PLAINTIFF'S FIFTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 
(Failure to Have Closure Plan) 

38. WCI Steel incorporates by reference its responses to Paragraphs 1 

through 40 of the Complaint as if fully set forth herein. 

39. The statements in Paragraph 69 are not allegations of fact but rather 

purport to be statements of law and, therefore, require no response except that the 

regulatory provisions speak for themselves. 
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40. WCI Steel denies the allegations contained in Paragraphs 70-,73. 

PLAINTIFF'S SIXTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Failure to Comply with Financial Assurance Provisions) 

41 . WCI Steel incorporates by reference its responses to Paragraphs 1 

through 40 of the Complaint as if fully set forth herein. 

42. The statements in Paragraph 75 are not allegations of fact but rather 

purport to be statements of law and, therefore, require no response except that the 

regulatory provisions speak for themselves. 

43. The statements in Paragraph 76 are not allegations of fact but rather 

purport to be statements of law and, therefore, require no response except that the 

regulatory provisions speak for themselves. 

44. WCI Steel denies the allegations contained in Paragraphs 77 - 80. 

PLAINTIFF'S SEVENTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

!Failure to Implement a Ground-water Monitoring Program) 

45. WCI Steel incorporates by reference its responses to Paragraphs 1 

through 40 of the Complaint as if fully set forth herein. 

46. The statements in Paragraph 82 are not allegations of fact but rather 

purport to be statements of law and, therefore, require no response except that the 

regulatory provisions speak for themselves. 

47. WCI Steel denies the allegations contained in Paragraphs 83- 86. 
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PLAINTIFF'S EIGHTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 
(Land Disposal of Hazardous Waste) 

48. WCI Steel incorporates by reference its responses to Paragraphs 1 

through 40 of the Complaint as if fully set forth herein. 

49. WCI Steel denies the allegations contained in Paragraphs 88 - 91. 

PLAINTIFF'S RELIEF REQUESTED 

50. In response to Plaintiff's Relief Requested, WCI Steel denies that 

Plaintiff is entitled to any relief whatsoever. 

51. 0 WCI Steel denies any and all allegations, averments or claims in the 

Complaint not specifically admitted herein. 

WCI Steel affirmatively alleges that: 

FIRST AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Some or all of Plaintiff's claims for relief fail to state a claim upon which relief 

may be granted and should therefore be dismissed. 

SECOND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Some of Plaintiff's claims are barred by the applicable statutes of limitation. 

THIRD AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Some of Plaintiff's claims are barred pursuant to accord and satisfaction based 

upon agreements reached between Plaintiff and/or its agents and WCI Steel in 

satisfaction of certain claims for relief herein. 
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FOURTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Some or all of the alleged violations were the result of startup, shutdown, 

malfunction and/or upset of the facility's process or pollution control equipment or 

are the result of lawful bypasses of the facility's pollution control equipment. 

FIFTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Some or all of the claims alleged in the Complaint are barred by the equitable 

doctrines of laches, acquiescence, waiver and/or estoppel. 

SIXTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

WCI Steel reserves the right to make and does not waive additional defenses, 

including those which may become apparent from further investigation and discovery. 

WHERETOFORE, Defendant WCI Steel, Inc. requests that Plaintiff take nothing 

by its lawsuit, that injunctive relief be denied, that Defendant be awarded the costs 

of this lawsuit herein, and that the Court make such further orders as the Court 

deems proper .. 
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Respectfully submitted, 

Van Carson, Esq. (#0001324) 
Lisa D. Sutton, Esq. (#0063792) 
SQUIRE, SANDERS & DEMPSEY, L.L.P. 
4900 Key Tower 
127 Public Square 
Cleveland, Ohio 44114-1304 
(216) 479-8500 

Vincent Atriano, Esq. (#0041 084) 
SQUIRE, SANDERS & DEMPSEY, L.L.P. 
1300 Huntington Center 
41 South High Street 
Columbus, Ohio 43215 
(614) 365-2700 

Attorneys for Defendant WCI Steel, Inc. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

A copy of the foregoing WCI Steel, Inc.'s Answer to Complaint was served vi<~ 

regular U.S. mail this 6th day of July, 1998 upon the following: 

Frank Bentkover, Esq. 
Trial Attorney 
Environmental Enforcement Section 
U.S. Department of Justice 
P.O. Box 7611 
Ben Franklin Station 
Washington, D.C. 20044 

Arthur I. Harris, Esq. 
Assistant United States Attorney 
Northern District of Ohio 
1800 Bank One Center 
600 Superior Avenue, East 
Cleveland, Ohio 44114-2600 

Deirdre Tanaka, Esq. 
Assistant Regional Counsel 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

Region 5 
77 West Jackson Blvd. 
Chicago, Illinois 60604 

One of the Attorneys for Defendant 
WCI Steel, Inc. 
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Van Carson, Esq. 
Squire, Sanders & Dempsey 
4900 Key Tower 
127 Public Square 
Cleveland, Ohio 44114-1304 

U. S. Department of Justice 

c/nited States Attomey 
Northern District of Ohio 

1800 Bank One Center 

600 Superior Avenue, East 

Cle\·eland, Ohio 4-H 14-2600 

May 11, 1998 

Re: ·U.S. y. WCI Steel. Inc., Case No. 4:98CV1082 

N.D. Ohio, Judge Economus 

Dear Mr. carson: 

Enclosed is a courtesy copy of the summons and complaint 

that were filed in u.s. District Court today. Please call Dick 

Beal at (202) 514-4051 or myself if you have any questions. 

cc: 

sincerely, 

U_AJJ{U."-._ }' c__£:_ ( ', '\ 
Arthur I. Harris 
Assistant u.s. Attorney 
(216) 622-3711 

Dick Beal, DOJ / 
Leslie Lehnert, DOJ 
Deirdre Tanaka, USEPA Region 5 
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OHIO 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

WCI STEEL, INC., 

Defendant. 

) 

) 

) 
) 

) 

) 
) 

) 

) ______________________ ) 
COMPLAINT 

The United States of America, by C!Uthority of the Attorney 

,General of the United States and· through the undersigned 

·a~torneys, acting at the request of the. Adm;inie;trator c:>f:the 

.··United States Environmental Protection Agency ("EPA") , files this 

complaint and alleges as follows: 

NATURE OF ACTION 

1. This is a civil action brought pursuant to Section 

3008(a) and (g) of the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act 
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("RCRA"), 42 U.S.C. § 6928(a) and lg), for injunctive re;t.ief and 

civil penalties against Defendant WCI Steel, Inc. ("WCI"), for 

violations of RCRA, 42 U.S.C. § 6901 ~ ~., the Ohio 

Administrative Code ("O.A.C."), and WCI's hazardous waste 

management permit issued pursuant to RCRA and the O.A.C. The 

violations alleged herein occurred in the course of WCI's 

management of a hazardous waste in surface impoundments at its 

integrated steel manufacturing facility in Warren, Ohio. 

JURISDICTION AND VENQE 

2. This Court has jurisdiction over the subject matter of 

this action purs.uant to Section 3008 (a) of RCRA, 42 U.S. C. 

§ 6928(a), and pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §§ 1331, 1345, and 1355. 

3. Venue is proper in this District pursuant to ~8 U.S.C. 

§§ 1391(b) and (c), 1395(a), and Section 3008(a) of RCRA, 42 

U.S.C. § 6928(a), because it is the judicial district in which 

WCI 's Warren, Ohio,·. facility is located and in which the alleged 

· violations occllrreP,, 

NOTICE 

4. Notice of commencement of this action has been given to 

the Ohio Environmental Protection Agency ( "OEPA") pursuant to 

Section 3008 (a) (2) of RCRA, 42 u.s.c. § 6828 (a) (2). 
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STATUTORY AND REGULATORY SCHEME 

5. RCRA was enacted on October 21, 1976, and amended 

thereafter by, among other acts, the Hazardous and Solid Waste 

Amendments of 1984 ("HSWA"). Subtitle C of RCRA establishes a 

comprehensive federal regulatory program for the management of 

hazardous waste. 42 U.S.C. § 6921-6939. EPA has promulgated 

regulations pursuant to Subtille C of RCRA that set forth 

standards and requirements that are applicable to generators and 

transporters of hazardous waste and owners and operators of 

~acilities that treat store or dispose of hazardous waste. 

6. Section 3005 of RCRA prohibits the operation of any 

facility that trea~s, stores, or disposes of hazardous wastes, 

except in accoruance with a permit. 42 U.S.C. § 6925(a). Because 

EPA could not issue permits to all regulated entities by November 

19, 1980, RCRA's effective date, RCRA provided that facilities 

meeting <Certain operational and permit .application requirements 

'-- -- . 

could obtain a regul,atory approval, ~nown as "interim status,• 

which allowed facilities to operate pending final administrative 

action on a permit application. 42 U.S.C. § 6925(e). In order to 

qualify for such interim status, a facility had to demonstrate 

that: 1) it was in existence on November 19, 1980; 2) had 

complied with Section 3010(a) of RCRA concerning notification of 
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hazardous waste activity; and 3) had made an application, for a 

permit, Section 3005(e) of RCRA, 42 U.S.C. § 6925(e). 

7. Section 3006 of RCRA, 42 U.S.C. § 6926, and 40 C.F,R. 

Part 271, provide that a state may obtain federal authorization 

to administer the RCRA hazardous waste management program in that 

state, provided the state requirements are consistent with and 

equivalent to the federal requirements in areas including 

identification and listing of hazardous wastes, requirements for 

generators and transporters of hazardous wastes, hazardous waste 

management facilities, requirements with respect to permits and 

permit applications, permitting, compliance programs, and 

enforcement authority and public participation in the permitting 

process. 

B. During the period of July 15, 1983, through January 31, 

1986, the State of Ohio administered Ohio's hazardous waste 

c ' management program pursuant to interim authorization by EPA, 

except that EPA reserved authority t~ issue final RCRApetmits, 

Ohio's interim status expired by operation of law, 43 U.S.C. 

6926(c), as of January 31, 1986. From February 1, 1986, through 

June 30, 1989, EPA operated the federal hazardous waste program 

in Ohio. Ohio continued to perform inspections and other agreed 

upon tasks under a Cooperative Agreement between the State and 
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EPA. EPA granted final authorization to the Sta.te of Ohto on 

June 30, 1989, pursuant to Section 3006(b) of RCRA, 42 U.S.C. 

§ 6926(b), to administer and enforce the State's hazardous waste 

program in the State of Ohio. The regulations comprising the 

applicable State hazardous waste management program, except 

corrective action activities, for the State of Ohio were 

incorporated by reference into federal law at 40 C.F.R. § 

272.1801(a) (1). 54 Federal Register 27173, June 28, 1989; 57 

Federal Register 4162, February 4, 1992. The statutes comprising 

~he authorized State program are listed at 40 C.F.R. § 272.1801 

(a) (2) (i) and (ii). On December 23, 1996, the State of Ohio was 

delegated responsibility to implement the RCRA corrective action 

requirements. For all corrective action activities undertaken 

prior to that date, the requirements of 40 C.F.R. Part 264 were 

administered by EPA for facilities operating in the Sate of Ohio. 

9. Pur10uant to 40 C.F.R. Part 261, and O.A.C. § 3745-51, a 

waste is determined to be hazardous if it exhibits one of the 

characteristics of ignitability, corrosivity, reactivity, or 

toxicity. These wastes are commonly referred to as 

"characteristic hazardous wastes". 
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10. Pursuant to 40 C.F.R. § 261.22 and O.A.C. § 3745-51-22, 
' 

corrosivity is defined, in relevant part, as a solid waste which 

is aqueous and has a pH of 2 or less. 

11. Under Section 3005{j) of RCRA, 42 U.S.C. § 6925{j), all 

"interim status" surface impoundments in existence on November 8, 

1984, were required to meet the minimum technological 

requirements of Section 3004{o), 42 U.S.C. § 6924{o), by November 

8, 1988, unless granted an exemption by EPA or the State. The 

owner or operator of a non-exempt surface impoundment that failed 

to implement the minimum technology requirements of Section 

3005{j) by November 8, 1988, was required to cease accepting 

hazardous waste for disposal in the unit, and to expeditiously 
J 

close the unit in accordance with the applicable closure 

regulation found at 40 C.F.R. Part 264, Subpart G. 

12. The owner or operator of a facility with interim status 

must also comply with 40 C.F.R. Part 26~ or equivalent state 

regulations. These regulations esta~lish standards governing the 

treatment, storage, or disposal of hazardous waste. 40 C.F.R. 

§ 265.l{b) provides that hazardous waste management facilities 

that fail to take steps necessary to obtain interim status are 

nonetheless subject to the regulations of 40 C.F.R. Part 265. 
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13. Section 3010(a) of RCRA, 42 U.S.C. § 6926(a), requires 
' 

any person who generates or transports hazardous waste, or owns 

or operates a facility for the treatment, storage, or disposal of 

hazardous waste, to nocify EPA of such activity within 90 days of 

the promulgation of regulations under Section 3001 of RCRA. 

Section 3010 of RCRA also provides that no hazardous waste 

subject to regulations may be transported, treated, stored, or 

disposed of unless the required notification is given. 

14. RCRA, as amended by HSWA, also prohibits the land 

disposal of RCRA hazardous wastes unless treatment standards are 

met. RCRA Section 3004(d) through (k) and (m), 42 U.S.C. § 

6924(d) through (k) and (m). 

15. Section 3004(d) and (m) of RCRA, 42 U.S.C. § 6924(d)and 

(m), prohibit the land disposal of hazardous wastes specified in 

a published schedule except for methods of land disposal which 

theAdministrator determines will be protective of huma:-~ health 

·and the. environment for as lo11g as tJ?.e waste remains. hazardous, 

or except for hazardous waste treated to a level that minimizes 

threats to human health and the environment. 

16. "Land disposal" means placement in or on the land and 

includes, but is not limited to, placement in a landfill, surface 

impoundment, wastepile, injection well, land treatment facility, 

- 7 -



"' 
salt bed formation, underground mine or cave, or placemeqt in a 

concrete vault or bunker intended for disposal purposes. 40 

C.F.R. § 268.2(c) and O.A.C. § 3745-59-02. 

17. Under Section 3004(g) (5) and (m) of RCRA, 42 U.S.C. § 

6924(g((5), the Administrator promulgated regulations 

implementing the land disposal restrictions of hazardous waste, 

codified at 40 C.F.R. Part 26~. 40 C.F.R. § 268.32 and O.A.C. § 

3745-59-32. The federal regulations effective July 8, 1987, 

provide that liquid wastes having a pH less than or equal to 2, 

are prohibited from land disposal. O.A.C. §§ 3745-59-32 and 

3745-59-35(A), provides that all wastes specified as corrosive 

hazardous waste in O.A.C. § 3745-51-22, 40 C.F.R. §261.22(a), are 

prohibited from land disposal, unless the waste meets the 

applicable standards in Section 3745-59-40 through 43 of the 

O.A.C. (40 C.F.R. Part 268, Subpart D). 

18. Section 3008(a) of RCRA, 42 U.s .C. § 6928 (a), provides 

that whenever, on the basis of any information, the EPA 

determines that any person has violated or is violating any 

requirement of RCRA, including violations in an authorized state, 

the United States may file a civil action in federal district 

court to obtain appropriate relief, including a temporary or 

permanent injunction. Section 3008(g) of RCRA, 42 U.S.C. 
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§ 6928(g;, provides that any person who violates any requirement 

of RCRA shall be liable to the United States for a civil penalty 

in an amount not to exceed $25,000 per day of noncompliance for 

each violation. 

DEFENDANT AND ITS OPERATIONS 

19. Defendant WCI is an Ohio corporation with its principal 

place of business in Warren, Ohio. 

20. WCI owns and operates an integrated steel plant located 

at 1040 Pine Avenue, S.E., Warren, Ohio (the "Steel Plant") 

This case concerns the operation of surface impoundments, 

designated Ponds~ "5", "6" and "6A", by WCI at the Facility. 

21. WCI purchased the steel plant in September, 1988, from 

LTV Steel. The owner prior to ~TV Steel was Republic Steel. 

22. WCI is a "person" within the meaning of Section 

1004(15) of RCRA, 42 U.S.C. § 6903(15), and O.A.C. § 3745-50-

10(A) (86) and 40 C.F.R. § 260.10. 

23. WCI's steel plant, includiz:tg all buildings; structures 

and surfaces impoundments located there, is a "facility" within 

the meaning of 40 C.F.R. § 260.10 and the O.A.C. § 4745-50-

10 (A) (35) . 

24. One or more of the surface impoundments at the 

Facility, including Ponds 5, 6 and 6A, have contained wastewaters 
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which exhibited a pH of 2 or less during the time period, relevant 

to this Complaint. 

25. Wastewaters flowing into, contained in, or flowing out 

of Ponds 5, 6 and 6A have exhibited the characteristic of 

corrosivity and are a hazardous waste within the meaning of 40 

C.F;R. § 261.20 and 261.22. 

26. Ponds 5, 6 and 6A at the Facility are hazardous waste 

management units as defined by 40 C.F.R. § 260.10, and O.A.C. § 

3747-50-10 (A) (49) and are subject to regulation as hazardous 

waste management units subject to the provisions of RCRA and the 

O.A.C. 

27. Ponds 5, 6 and 6A are unlined earthen impoundments 

which are not built to the specifications of Section 3004 (o) (1) 

of RCRA, 42 U.S.C.§ 6924(o) (1), 40 C.F.R. §§ 264.221, 265.221 or 

.O.A.C. §§ 3745-56-21. 

28. Ponds 5 and 6 have been in us.e at the Facility' for a 

period prior to 1950, have remained in continuous use to the 

current date, and have not been closed. Pond 6A was added on or 

about 1986 and has been in continuous use to the current date and 

has not been closed. 

29. At various times, wastewater from Pond 5, 6 or 6A was 

released from the impoundments into the surrounding environment. 
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Some of these releases occurred on or about: October 17, 1989, 

December 30, 1990, December 31, 1990, January 1, 1991, February 

4, 1992, July 31, 1992, December 31, 1992, January 14, 1993, and 

April, 1994. 

30. Ponds 5, 6 and 6A do not meet the technological 

standards established at 40 C.F.R. §§ 264.221 and 265.221, and 

O.A.C. §§ 3745-56-20 through 33. 

31. Ponds 5, 6 and 6A, have continued to receive process 

wastewaters from November 8, 1988, up to and continuing to the 

date of filing. 

32. WCI was required to obtain a permit, issued pursuant to 

the provisions of 42 U.S.C. § 6925, and the O.A.C. §§ 3745-40-40 

through 3745-40-45, covering all units at the Facility that 

manage, treat or store hazardous waste or to expeditiously close 

those units in accordance with the applicable closure 

requirements. 

33. WCI does not have a permit_issued pursuant of Section 

3005 or 3006 of RCRA, 42 U.S.C. §§ 6'925, 6926, to manage treat or 

store hazardous wastes in Ponds 5, 6, and 6A. 

34. On or about August 25, 1980, Republic Steel submitted a 

notification of hazardous waste activity for the Facility to EPA 

in accordance with Section 3010 (a) of RCRA, 42 U.S.C. § 6930(a), 
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indicating that the Facility generates, transports, trea~s, 

stores or disposes of hazardous waste identified as K062, K087 

and F016. On or about March 23, 1987, a revised notification was 

submitted to EPA indicating that the Facility generates, treats, 

stores or disposes of hazardous waste identified as K062, K087, 

and FOOl and conducts used oil activities. WCI has never 

notified EPA regarding the management of hazardous waste 

identified as characteristic due to corrosivity in ponds 5, 6 and 

6A. 

35. WCI submitted a RCRA Part B Permit Application ("Part B 

application") for the Facility on November 7, 1988 which ~as 

subsequently revised eight times through October, 1992. The Part 
J 

A and Part B of Permit Applications submitted for the Facility, 

including revisions and amendments by WCI, have not indicated to 

EPA or the State that the Facility is managing hazardous waste in 

Ponds 5, 6-' and 6A. 

·36. On August 12, 1993, OEPA issued. to WCI an Ohio 

Hazardous Waste Installation and Operation Permit. On November 

11, 1993, EPA issued to WCI the Federal portion of a RCRA 

hazardous waste permit. At the time that both the Federal and 

State hazardous waste permits become effective, Defendant WCI had 
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an effective RCRA permit which authorizes it to conduct pazardous 

waste management activities only as specified in the RCRA permit. 

37. Under its permits, whenever WCI becomes aware that it 

failed to submit any relevant fact, or submitted incorrect 

information in the permit application, it is required to promptly 

submit such facts or information. 

38. WCI is prohibited by its Part B permit from storing 

hazardous waste that is not identified in that permit. 

39. WCI has managed a hazardous waste not authorized by ics 

permit in one or more of its Ponds 5, 6 and 6A. 

~0. WCI does not have interim status, under the provisions 

of Section 3005, 42 U.S.C. § 6925, to manage, treat or store 

corrosive wastes in Ponds 5, 6 and 6A at the Facility. 

FIRST CLAIM FOR RELIEF 
(Failure to Obtain Waste Management Permit for Ponds) 

41. Paragraphs 1 through 40 are hereby incorporated by 

reference. 

42. Pursuant to 3005 (a) and (e) of RCRA, 42 U.S.C. 

§ 6925 (a) and (e) ; Ohio Revised Code ("ORC") §§ 3734.02 (F) and 

3734.04 ; and O.A.C. § 3745-50-45, the owner and operator of a 

hazardous waste management unit is prohibited from operating a 

hazardous waste management unit except in accordance with a 
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permit issued pursuant to RCRA, unless the facility had ,interim 

status. 

43. Pursuant to the State of Ohio Hazardous Waste 

Management Permit, dated August 12, 1993, WCI was prohibited from 

operating any hazardous waste management unit except in 

accordance with that permit. 

44. From September, 1988, to the present the Defendant has 

operated hazardous waste management units at the Facility, 

including Ponds 5, 6 and 6A, without attaining interim status or 

obtaining a permit issued pursuant to RCRA authorizing such 

operation. 

45. Ponds 5, 6 and 6A do not have interim status pursuant 

to Section 3005(e) of RCRA, 42 u.s.c. § 6925(e), because no 

timely notice was ever filed stating that the facility was 

treating, storing, or disposing of a hazardous waste in Ponds 5, 

6 and 6A, and because no timely Part A application was filed 

pursuant- to Section 3010 of RCRA, 42 U.S.C. § 6930, stating that 

the facility was treating, storing, or disposing of a hazardous 

waste in Ponds 5, 6 and 6A. 

46. Defendant WCI's operation of Ponds 5, 6 and 6A without 

a permit and without interim status constitutes violations of 
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RCRA and the federally approved hazardous waste management 

program for the State of Ohio. 

47. Pursuant to Sectior. 3008(a) and (g) of RCRA, 42 U.S.C. 

§ 6928(a) and (g), WCI is liable for injunctive relief and civil 

penalties for each violation of RCRA and the federally approved 

hazardous waste management program for the State of Ohio. The 

civil penalties are not to exceed $25,000 per day for each day of 

violation prior to January 30, 1997. Pursuant to Pub. L. 104-

134, 61 Fed. Reg. 69360 and 62 Federal Register 13514, civil 

penalties are not to exceed $27,500 per day for each violation of 

RCRA after January 30, 1997. Each day of such violation 

constitutes a separate violation. 

48. Unless enjoined, defendant WCI's violations of RCRA 

will continue. 

SECOND CLAIM FOR K~LIEF 
(Failure to Include Ponds in Part A Appli.cation) 

49. Paragraphs 1 through 40 are hereby incorporated by 

reference. 

50. Pursuant to 40 C.F.R. § 270.13 and O.A.C. § 3745-50-43, 

an owner or operator of a hazardous waste management unit is 

required to include in a Part A application all past, present and 
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future hazardous waste treatment, storage, and disposal areas. 
' 

O.A.C. § 3745-50-45 and 40 C.F.R. § 270.72, required the owner or 

operator of a hazardous waste fac~lity with interim status to 

amend its Part A application prior to making certain specified 

changes in its treatment, storage, or disposal of hazardous 

wastes. 

51. From September 1988, to the present, the Defendant has 

operated hazardous waste management units at its Facility, 

including Ponds 5, 6 and 6A, without including these hazardous 

waste management units in any Part A application and without 

amending any Part A application. 

52. The acts or omissions referred to in the preceding 

paragraph constitute violations of RCRA and of the federally 

approved hazardous waste management program for the State of 

Ohio. 

53. Pursuant to Section 3008{a} and {g) of RCRA, 42 U.S.C. 

§ 6928{a} and {g), WCI is liable for_injunctive relief arid civil 

penalties for each violation of RCRA, and the federally approved 

hazardous waste management program for the State of Ohio. The 

civil penalties are not to exceed $25,000 per day for each day of 

violation of RCRA prior to January 30, 1997. Pursuant to Pub. L. 

104-134, 61 Fed. Reg. 69360 and 62 Fed. Reg. 13514, civil 
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penalties are not to exceed $27,500 per day for each vio+ation of 

RCRA after January 31, 1997. Each day of such violation 

constitutes a separate violation. 

54. Unless enjoined, defendant WCI's violations of RCRA 

will continue. 

THIRD CLAIM FOR RELIEF 
(Failure to Include Ponds in Part B Application) 

55. Paragraphs 1 through 40 ar:; hereby incorporated by 

reference. 

56. Pursuant to 40 C.F.R. § 270.14 and O.A.C. § 3745-50-44, 

the owner or operator of a hazardous waste management unit is 

required to include in a Part B application, among other things, 

chemical and physical analysis of the hazardous waste and 

hazardous debris to be handled at the facility, including all 

information which must be known to treat, store or dispose of the 

~astes properly. 

57. FromSeptember 1988, to th~ present, WCI has operated 

hazardous waste management units at the Facility, including Ponds 

5, 6 and 6A, without including these hazardous waste management 

units in any Part B application, and without amending any Part B 

application to include information pertaining to Ponds 5, 6 and 

6A. 
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58. The acts or omissions r~ferred to in the p•eceding 
' 

paragraph constitute violations of RCRA and the federally 

approved hazardous waste management program for the State of 

Ohio. 

59. Pursuant to Section 3008(a) and (g) of RCRA, 42 U.S.C. 

§ 6928(a) and (g), WCI is liable for injunctive relief and civil 

penalties for each violation of RCRA, and the federally approved 

hazardous waste management program for the State of Ohio. The 

civil penalties are not to exceed $25,000 per day for each 

violation prior to January 30, 1997. ~ursuant to Pub. L. 104-

134, 61 Fed. Reg. 69360 and 62 Fed. Reg. 13524, the civil 

penalties are not to exceed $27,500 per day for each violation of 

RCRA after January 31, 1997. Each day of such violatiun 

constitutes a separate violation. 

60. Unless enjoined, defendant WCI's violations of RCRA 

will continue. 

. 
FOURTH CLAIM FOR REI,IEF 

(Failure to Meet the Minimum Technologic;~.l Requirements) 

61. Paragraphs 1 through 40 are hereby incorporated by 

reference. 

62. Under Section 300S(j) (1) of RCRA, 42 U.S.C. § 692S(j) 

"(1), the owner or operator of a surface impoundment in the State 
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of Ohio that treated, stored, or managed a hazardous waste was 
' 

required to stop accepting any hazardous wastes in the 

impoundments by November 8, 1988, unless the impoundment met the 

minimum technological requirements of Section 3004(o) (1) (A) of 

RCRA, 42 U.S.C. § 6924(o)(1) (A), by November 8, 1988, and was 

required to close the nonconforming impoundments expeditiously 

after November 8, 1988, in accordance with the applicable closure 

regulation found at 40 C.P.R. § 264.228 and O.A.C. § 3745-56-28. 

63. Ponds 5, 6 and 6A did not meet the minimum 

technological standards referred to in the preceding paragraph 

and were not exempt from closure. 

64. During the period from November 8, 1988, until at least 

1995, WCI cont1nued to accept hazardous wastes at Ponds 5, 6 and 

6A, and failed to close the impoundments as required by Section 

3005(j) of RCRA, 42 U.S.C. § 6935(j), 40 C.P.R. § 264.228, and 

O.A.C. § 3745-56-28. 

65. The acts or omissions referred to in the preceding 

paragraph constitute violations of RCRA and the federally 

approved hazardous waste management program for the State of 

Ohio. 

66. Pursuant to Section 3008(a) and (g) of RCRA, 42 U.S.C. 

§ 6928(a) and (g), WCI is liable for injunctive relief and civil 
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penalties for each violation of RCRA, and the Federally approved 
' 

hazardous waste management program for the State of Ohio. The 

civil penalties are not to exceed $25,000 per day for each 

violation prior to January 30, 1997, and pursuant to Pub. L. 104-

134, 61 Fed. Reg. 69360 and 62 Fed. Reg. 13524, the civil 

penalties are not to exceed $27,500 per day for each violation of 

RCRA after January 31, 1997. Each day of such violation 

constitutes a separate violation. 

67. Unless enjoined, defendant WCI's violations of RCRA 

will continue. 

FIFTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 
(Failure to have Closure Plan) 

68. Paragraphs 1 through 40 are hereby incorporated by 

reference. 

69. Under 40 C.F.R. § 264.1~2, and O.A.C. § 3745-55-12 the 

owner and operator of a hazardous waste management unit is 

required to have a written closure p~<;tn that identifies the st.eps 

necessary to perform partial or final closure of the facility at 

any point during its active life. 

70. During the period from November 8, 1988, to the 

present, WCI did not have a written closure plan developed in 
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.. 
compliance with federal and state RCRA closure provisions that 

included closure of Ponds 5, 6 and 6A. 

71. The acts or omissions referred to in the preceding 

paragraph constitute violations of RCRA and of the federally 

approved hazardous waste management program for the State of 

Ohio. 

72. Pursuant to Section 300B(a) and (g) of RCRA, 42 U.S.C. 

§ 6928(a) and (g), WCI is liable for injunctive relief and civil 

penalties for each violation of RCRA, and the federally approved 

hazardous waste management program for the State of Ohio. The 

civil penalties are not to exceed $25,000 per day for each 

violation prior to January 30, 1997. Pursuant to Pub. L. 104-

13~. 61 Fed. Reg. 69360 and 62 Fed. Reg. 13514, the civil 

penalties are not to exceed $27,500 per day for each violation of 

RCRA after January 31, 1997. Each day of such violation 

constitutes a separate violation. 

73. Unless enjoined, defendant WCI's violations of RCRA 

will continue. 

SIXTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 
(Failure to Comply with Financial Assurance Provisions) 

74. Paragraphs 1 through 40 are hereby incorporated by 

reference. 
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75. Under 40 C.F.R. §§ 264.140 through 264.151, an? O.A.C. 

§ 3745-55-42, the owner or operatoL· of a hazardous waste 

management facility is required to have and maintain a detailed 

written estimate, in current dollars of the cost of closing 

hazardous waste management units in accordance with the 

applicable provisions of 40 C.F.R. Part 264 and O.A.C. §§ 3745-

55-40 through 3745-55-51. 

76. The owner or operator of a hazardous waste management 

unit is required to comply with the financial assurance 

prdvisions of 40 C.F. R. § 264.143 and O.A.C. § 3745-55~43. 

77. During the period from November 8, 1988, to the 

present, the Defendant has failed to comply with the closure 

costs and financial assurance requirements of 40 C.F.R. Part 264 

and O.A.C. § 3745-55-40 through 3745-55-51. 

/8. The acts or omissions refen:·ed to in the preceding 

.paragraph constitute violations of RCRA and the federally 

approved hazardous waste management program for the State-of 

Ohio. 

79. Pursuant to Section 3008{a) and {g) of RCRA, 42 U.S.C. 

§ 6928{a) and {g), WCI is liable for injunctive relief and civil 

penalties for each violation of RCRA, and the Federally approved 

hazardous waste management program for the State of Ohio. The 
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civil penalties are not to exceed $25,000 per day for eayh 

violation prior to January 30, 1997. Pursuant to Pub. L. 104-

134, 61 Fed. Reg. 69360 and 62 Fed. Reg. 13514, the civil 

penalties are not to exceed $27,500 per day for each violation of 

RCRA after January 31, 1997. Each day of such violation 

constitutes a separate violation. 

80. Unless enjoined, defendant WCI's violations of RCRA 

will continue. 

SEVENTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 
(Failure to Implement a Ground-water Monitoring Program) 

81. Paragraphs 1 through 40 are hereby incorporated by 

reference. 

82. The owner or operator of a surface impoundment is 

required to install, operate, and maintain a ground-water 

monitoring system which satisfies the criteria contained at 40 

C.F.R. Part 264, Subpart F, and O.A.C. §§ 3745-54-90 through 

3745-54-99 and 3745-55-01 through 37~5-55-02. 

83. During the period from November 8, 1988, to the 

present, WCI has failed to install, operate, and maintain a 

ground-water monitoring system which meets the requirements of 40 

C.F.R. Part 264, Subpart F, and O.A.C. §§ 3745-54-90 through 

3745-55-02. 
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84. The acts or omissions referred to in the preceding 
' 

paragraph constitute violations of RCRA and the federally 

approved hazardous waste management program for the State of 

Ohio. 

85. Pursuant to Section 3008{a) and {g) of RCRA, 12 U.S.C. 

§ 6928{a) and {g), WCI is liable for injunctive relief and civil 

penalties for each violation of RCRA, and the federally approved 

hazardous waste management program for the State of Ohio. The 

civil penalties are not to exceed $25,000 per day for each 

violation prior to January 30, 1997. Pursuant to Pub. L. 104-

l34, 61 Fed. Reg. 69360 and 62 Fed. Reg. 13514, the civil 

penalties are not to exceed $27,500 per day for each violation of 
' 

RCRA after January 31, 1997. Each day of such violation 

constitutes a separate violation. 

86. Unless enjoined, defendant WCI's violations of RCRA 

will con,tinue. 

. 
EIGHTH CL8IM FOR RELIEF 

{Land Disposal of Hazardous Waste) 

87. Paragraphs 1 through 40 are hereby incorporated by 

reference. 

88. At various times from July 8, 1987, until at least 

1995, Defendant has.land disposed of hazardous waste with a pH of 
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less than or equal to 2.0, and exhibiting the characteri~?tic of 

corrosivity, in or from Ponds 5, 6 or 6A, which did not meet the 

treatment standards specified at O.A.C. § 3745-59-40 through 

3745-59-43, in violation of 40 C.P.R. §§ 268.32 and 268.35(a), 

and O.A.C. §§ 3745-59-32 and 3745-59-35(A). 

89. The acts or omissions referred to in the preceding 

paragraph. constitute violations of RCRA and the federally 

approved '·hazardous waste management program for the State of 

Ohio. 

90. Pursuant to Section 3008(a) and (g) of RCRA, 42 U.S.C. 

§ 6928 (a) and (gL WCI is liable for injunctive relief and civil 

penalties for each violation of RCRA, and the Federally approved 

hazardous waste management program for the .State of Ohio. The 

civil penalties are not to exceed $25,000 per day for each 

violation prior to January 30, 1997. Pursuant to Pub. L. 104-

. 134, 61 Fed. Reg. 69360 and 62 Fed. Reg. 13524, the civil 

penalties are not to exceed $27,500 per day for each violation of 

RCRA after January 31, 1997. Each day of such violation 

constitutes a separate violation. 

91. Unless enjoined, defendant WCI's violations of RCRA 

will continue. 
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RELIEF REQUESTED 

WHEREFORE, plaintiff, United States of America, respectfully 

requests that this Court: 

1. Pursuant to Section 300B(a) of RCRA, 42 U.S.C. 

§ 692B(a), enjoin WCI from any and all ongoing violations of 

RCRA, by ordering the necessary injunctive relief, including but 

not limited to the closure under RCRA of Ponds 5, 6 and 6A, to 

obtain compliance with the Act, the Ohio Revised Code, the Ohio 

Administrative Code, and WCI's State of Ohio Hazardous Waste 

,,lanagement Permit, dated August 12, 1993, with respect to Ponds 

5, 6 and 6A; 

2. Assess civil penalties against the defendant not to 

exceed $25,000 per day prior to January 30, 1997, and not to 

exceed $27,500 per day on or after January 30, 1997, for each 

violation of RCRA, the Ohio Administrative Code and WCI's State 

hazardous waste management permit alleged above; 

3. Award other such relief as this Court deems just and 

proper. 
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Respectfully submitted, 

Richard L. Beal 
Trial Attorney 
Environmental Enforcement Section 
U.S. Department of Justice 
Ben Franklin Station, P.O. Box 7611 
Washington, D. C. 20044 
202 514-4051 

Emily Sweeney 
United States Attorney for the 
Northern District of Ohio 

Assistant 
Northern 
1800 Bank 

ris 
ted States Attorney 

Ohio 

600 Superior Avenue, East 
Cleveland, Ohio 44114-2600 
216-622-3711 
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• 
OF COUNSEL: 

Deirdre Tanaka 
Assistant Regional Counsel 
U.S. Environmental Protection 

Agency - Region 5 
77 W. Jackson Blvd. 
Chicago, IL ~60604 

Peter W. Moore 
Multimedia Enforcement 

Division (2248-A) 
U.S. EPA -- Headquarters 
401 M Street S.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20460 
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December 16, 1996 

BY TELEFAX AND REGULAR MAIL 

Michael Ribordy (DRE-BJ) 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
Region 5 
77 West Jackson Boulevard 
Chicago, Illinois 60604 

Re: RCRA §3007 Information Request 
WCI Steel, Inc. 
Warren, Ohio 
OHD 060 409 521 

Dear Mr. Ribordy: 

!iJ,Nd !iJd A' ,..,.k. 

(216) 479-8663 

I am writing on behalf of WCI Steel, Inc. to request an 

extension of time for responding to the above-referenced 

information request, which was received by WCI Steel on November 

15, 1996. I am also requesting clarification of part of the 

request. I have previously requested both the extension and 

clarification by telephone message to Deirdre Tanaka, Esq. of the 

Region 5 Office of Regional Counsel, who informed me in November 

that she represents the Agency in the matter of this information 

request. 

Request for Extension of Time 

WCI Steel has been working diligently since receiving the 

information request to prepare a response. This has included 

adding temporary help specifically to prepare the identification of 

documents requested on the first page of the information request. 

Please note that these documents have been kept segregated for U.S. 

EPA review at the Warren, Ohio facility since the response to the 

initial Information Request in May, 1994, and these documents 

remain available for U.S. EPA review at any time. 

WCI Steel intends to respond to the numbered requests for 

information on pages two through four of the November 12, 1996 

Information Request to the extent possible prior to 45 days from 

receipt of the Request, or December 30, 1996. However, based on 

the progress to date, which has been and will be impacted by the 

holidays in the 45 day period, WCI Steel anticipates that it will 

need an additional 14 days, or until January 13, 1997, to complete 

!!IJ~ .!!/J~ .f!IJ~. ~oknk -~. ~ -~ -~ 

~ • .A{, 'Y...f. • f!J'~ · f!J''"';F" • 'Yf'a.Jkn;?&m 



Michael Ribordy (DRE-8J) 

December 16, 1996 
Page 2 

its response to these numbered requests. 

requests an extension of time until January 

the information requests on pages two 

Information Request. 

WCI Steel therefore 
13, 1997 to respond to 
through four of the 

Based upon the extensive number of documents for which 

U.S. EPA requested detailed identification on the first page of the 

information request, and the progress to date even with temporary 

help, WCI Steel anticipates that it will require a 60 day 

extension, or until February 28, 1997, to complete this 

identification. However, during this time, the segregated 

documents will remain available for U.S. EPA's review during normal 

business hours at the Warren, Ohio facility. WCI Steel therefore 

requests an extension of time until February 28, 1997 to identify 

the documents requested on page one of the Information Request. 

Request for Clarification 

WCI Steel requires clarification of your information 

request number 3, on page two of the Information Request. The 

request refers to a release of spent pickle liquor on February 3, 

1985, and implies that a Spill Incident Report for this releaae is 

in the Agency's possession. WCI Steel did not own or operate the 

Warren, Ohio facility on February 3, 1985, and the files in WCI 

Steel's possession from this time period of ownership and operation 

by LTV Steel are incomplete. WCI Steel has been unable to locate 

any information regarding the February 3, 1985 incident referenced 

in request number 3, and requests that U.S. EPA provide it with a 

copy of any Spill Incident Report or other documents referring or 

relating to this incident. Similarly, WCI Steel is unable to 

ascertain what document the Agency is referring to as the "July 

1995, Facility Background Report" in information request number 3, 

and requests that U.S. EPA provide a copy of this document as well. 

WCI Steel appreciates your attention to this request for 

extension and clarification. If you have any questions, please 

contact me at (216) 479-8663. 

Sincerely, 

~~ 

~ Deirdre Tanaka, Esq. 

Philip C. Schillawski 
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October 11, 1995 

Mr. Karl Hoerig 
Ohio EPA, NEDO 
2110 East Aurora Road 
Twinsburg, OH 44087 

Dear Mr. Hoerig: 

This is the written follow up to the oral report of an upset 
condition made by telephone on October 11, 1995. 

On the weekend of October 1, 1995, WCI was forced to 
furnace down because of an ongoing labor contract 
furnace recycle water system was drained down 
successfully at that time. 

take the blast 
dispute. The 
and contained 

On October 4, 1995, a heavy rainfall condition developed and lasted 
through October 6, 1995. This posed an emergency condition 
threatening to overflow the surge tank and clarifiers and cause an 
upset. I immediately contacted Mr. Larry Stadwick, the industrial 
pretreatment coordinator for the city of Warren and requested 
permission to discharge the surge tank only (because it had 
available chemistry data) into the Warren sanitary sewer system. 

After he reviewed the surge tank's water analysis, he granted us 
permission to discharge it at a flow rate of 20 GPM. We started 
the discharge at the permitted flow rate at 11:20 AM on October 6, 
1995 and shut it off at 11:45 on October 11, 1995. I contacted him 
again on October 9, 1995 to check for problems which might be 
associated with our discharge. There were none. 

We feel 
disposal 
analysis 

this was the best environmental alternative for the 
of the excess water. A copy of the surge tank's water 
taken on October 2, 1995 is enclosed. 

Sincerely, 

rJ~_t.r/~vL 
Richard J. Gradishar 
Environmental Engineer 
Environmental Control 

RJG/yt 

Enclosure 

WCI Steel, Incorporated 
1040 Pine Avenue, SE 

Warren, OH 44483~528 

WCIW 0!644 
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ENVIRONMENTAL 
CONTROL 
LABORATORIES INC. 

Mr. Dick Gradishaw 
WCI Steel Incorporated 
1040 Pine Avenue, SE 
Warren, OH 44483-6528 

Subject:: B.F. Overflow Analytical 

Sample No: 2 
Client: I. D. B.F. surge Tank 
Sample Date: 10/02/95 
Matrix: Aqueous 

Analyt:a Met: hod 

copper, Total 200.7 
Lead, Total 200.7 
Zinc, Total 200.7 
Thallium, Total 200.7 
Oil and Graue 413.1 
Phenolica, 4AAP 420.1 
Solids, TSS 160.2 
cyanide, Total 335.2 
Nitrogen, Ammonia 350.1 
pH 150.1 

Not:e:BDL(Below Detection Limit:) 

E. C. Lab #: 
Received Date: 

Report: Date: 

Detection 

21337 Droke Rood 
Strong1ville, Ohio .4.4136 
{2161 238·6100 
FAlC {216) 238·6294 

9510-02065 
10/02/95 
10/03/95 

Analysis 
Limit: Result:& Unit: a Date 

10 23 ug/L 10/03/95 
10 44 ug/L 10/03/95 
10 590 ug/L 10/03/95 
so BDL ug/L 10/03/95 
2.0 5.2 mq/L 10/03/95. 
s.o 9.1 ug/L 10/03/95 
4.0 41.6 Dti/L 10/02/95 
0.01 9.4 mq/L 10/03/95 
0.05 52.3 Dti/L 10/03/95 

9.2 s.u. 10/02/95 

~ , /J J, ( .. 
Signed: Ro~~~-...> 

Laboratory Director 

Wcrw 



WCIS!'EE!. 
August 24, 1995 

Mr. Karl Hoerig 
Ohio EPA 
Northeast District Office 
2110 East Aurora Road 
Twinsburg, Ohio 44087 

Mr. Mark Horwitz (HSC-91) 
U.S. EPA, Region V 
77 w. Jackson st. 
Chicago, Illinois 60604-3590 

Chief Ralph Jones 
Warren Township Fire Department 
4750 W. Market St. 
Leavittsburgh, Ohio 44485 

Ohio EPA 
Emergency Response 
P.O. Box 1049 
Columbus, Ohio 43266 

Trumbull County Emergency 
Response 
160 High St. 
Warren, Ohio 44481 

Chief George Brown 
Howland Fire Department 
169 Niles-Cortland Rd. 
Warren, Ohio 44484 

WCI Steel, Inc. Discharge of 
Mud (Clay and silt) from Outfall 007 

Dear Sirs: 

Twice on August 17, 1995, I reported discharges of an oil sheen 
from outfall 007. Examination of all our water cooled oil heat exchangers yielded no leaks or oil discharges. A manhole by 
manhole search of the Rolling and Finishing area yielded a 
malfunctioning anti-foulant pump which was discharging an increased 
amount of AS-8910 polymer to the river service water. The AS-8910 was removing the silt/clay from the piping and the polymer caused 
it to float, appearing as an oil sheen. The pump was repaired. 
The boom across the outfall is being maintained until all silt/clay 
ceases being discharged. Since the pump malfunction was an upset event, WCI Steel does not believe any violation occurred. 

A copy of the MSDS for AS-8910 and a discharge report are attached. If you have any questions or need additional information, please 
call me at 216/841-8200. 

~~eerely, \V . /--~ 
I f!l(c1m~~ 
I Manager 

Environmental Control 

TOS:yt 

Enclosures 

cc: Murry Lantner 
WCI Steel, lncorporared 

I 040 P111e Avenue, SE 

Nerren, OH 44483-6528 
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AF"PPOXIMATELY 1 GALL0t~. ~--5 GPH AT 2:20PM 

~EPA EMER RESF'ON2~ 

< ~o·.~-·- ~-:2:..{.-.=.ac·~:;. 

DE;=·A CiJ:--;TAC.T 
GEF'A I D !··~!] ~ 

DATE 

JEPA R~GTONAL OFFICE DATE 
(216-425-~171) TIME 

TRUMSUL~ CO EMA/i_EPC JATE 
~216-675-2666) TIME 

COUNTY PERSON CONTACTED 

2. E~FECTS ON HUMAt~ HEALTH OR ENV. 

.3: ~~C:· F'l·-: 

·~508-72-35.2"=i 

OS/17/95 WARRE:-l TN FIRE DEPT. 

1:45 F'M ~ 3:44 893-=041 ~3:50PM 
r1:=.:. c.:lr:;,;:cLL 
.304284 

08/17/95 
1: 40 F'i'-1 

(08/=?/93@ 11:35 AM) 
~K.HOE~iG-CORRECTIONl 

~~AFL HO~~RIG-VM ~~ ~-G~J S£LL @ 3:42 ?t~ 

(18/ 17 /"?5 H0~JL~ND FIRE DEF'T. 
1:5(J F'~! & 3:50PM 856-5022 @3:48PM 
I INA .80~·'l'3ER 

NONE 

AS-8910 POLYMERIC 

lJ3ED FOR COOLING IN THE COLD MILL AREA WAS ACCIDENTLY ~EL~ASED IN MUCH 

HIGhE:r: CDNCEJ-,JTr::~T IQi\~ THEr-.1 NOF11AL L•JHEN A F'U1~1F' !·1ALFUI·-lTI 01-.i~D. THE Ir-JCF~EASED 

CJ~!CENT2ATION OF AS-8910 CAU3ED SILT AND CLAYS WHIC~~ HAD SUILT UP IN THE 

F·IPI~iG TO BE REL~ASED AND THEY FLOATED ON T~iE W~TER APF~ARING AS A SHEE~l. 

~0. CONTAIN~£NT/CLEANUF INITI~iTED 

COMPLETED 

11:00 AI~ 08/17.195 

CONTI~lUI~iG TO REMOVE SMALL AMOUNT 
?EH IND BOOr•!. 
THE COLD ROLL_!NG OFERAT!O~IS WERE SHUT 

DQWr.i AFTER THE QIL REAPPEARED AT 2:20 PM. AN OIL 300M WAS PLACED AT THE 

i.~i'·-IT,:-,_c::,,>.lC.= Oi= D~iT;="Ai_L 007 TC! tH=: ,;:::;:I\.IE,;::;: AT 11:00 Al·L II'-~VESTIGATIOl·.iS i]~/EF: THE 

NEXT 4 DAYS YlELDED NO OIL LEAkS IN THE PIPING SYSTEM TO 007 OtJTFALL. 

A 3AM~·~~ CF TH~ r·~ATERIAL WAS C~NTRIFUG~D A~lD TH~ WATEF W~~T T~ THE TOP 

AND 7~E ~NK~JG~JN MATERIAL WENT TO THE BOTTOM I~JDICATING !T WAS NOT AN OIL. 

-r~:E :·~·-~T~:::-rAt_ u::::•c:-::~D L_I~<E THE CL._A._i US::::D TCl SCiA< UP D!L ~~·-J[• A SEA:=;:CH t•JAS 

~AQE DUFING W!~ICH r·r WAS DISCOVERED THAT THE FEED PUMP FGR THE ANTI-

(.i8/=-~·/95 

007789 



August 14, 1995 

Mr. Karl Hoerig 
Ohio EPA, NEDO 
2110 East Aurora Road 
Twinsburg, Ohio 44087 

Dear Mr. Hoerig: 

The attached page is the summary of the unauthorized discharge 
which occurred at WCI on August 11, 1995. The gas supply to the 
blast furnace stoves was interrupted. The gas main was found to be 
full of water. To prevent damage to the blast furnace, two valves 
on the gas main were opened to allow the buildup of water to 
escape. Environmental was contacted and drove to the blast furnace 
to find out what was occurring. When it was found to be water from 
the blast furnace gas main being drained, vaccum trucks were called 
to pump and transport the water to the blast furnace recycle 
system. 

If you have any questions, please call me at (216) 841-8200. 

Thomas 0. Shepker 
Manager 
Environmental Control 

TOS:yt 

Attachment 

cc: M. Lantner 

WCI Steel, Incorporated 

1040 Pine Avenue, SE 

Warren, OH 44483-6528 



'NAUTH DISCH NO.: 1995-6 DATE: 08/14/95 BY: T.O.SHEPKER 

1. DATE OF DISCHARGE 08/11/95 Tit-lE 1 2:00 PM 

2. SPILL REPORTED BY R.J.GRADISHAR THJE 2 4:30 PM 

3. MATERIAL SPILLED BLAST FURNACE RECYCLE SYSTEM WATER 

4. LOCATION OF SPILL BLAST FURNACE STOVES 

5. WATERWAY AFFECTED MAHONING RIVER OUTFALL NO.: 3ID00071013 

6. DISCHARGE QUANTITY 40 GPM FOR 6000 GALLONS 

7. AGENCY NOTIFICATIONS 

OEPA EMER RESPONSE DATE 
(800-282-9378) TIME 

OEPA CONTACT 
OEPA ID NO. 

NAT. RESP. CENTER DATE 
(800-424-8802) TIME 

NCR PERSON CONTACTED 
NCR ID NO. 

OEPA REGIONAL OFFICE DATE 
(216-425-9171) TIME 

OEPA PERSON CONTACTED 

TRUMBULL CO EMA/LEPC 
(216-675-2666) 

COUNTY PERSON 

DATE 
TIME 

CONTACTED 

08/11/95 
4:25 PM 
KARL HOERIG - VOICEMAIL 

8. EFFECTS ON HUMAN HEALTH OR ENV. NONE 

9. CAUSE OF INCIDENT INSTALLATION OF NEW NOZZLES IN THE 
BLAST FURNACE GAS COOLER AND A MINOR BLOCKAGE IN THE RETURN DIRTY WATER 
LINE CAUSED WATER TO BACK UP IN THE GAS MAIN AND AND BLOCKED GAS TO THE 
STOVES. VALVES IN THE LINE HAD TO BE OPENED IMMEDIATELY TO PREVENT DAMAGE 
TO THE FURNACE. A PORTION OF THE WATER FLOWED TO A STORN WATER CATCH 
BASIN WHICH GOES TO RIVER THROUGH OUTFALL 013. 

10. CONTAINMENT/CLEANUP INITIATED 3:30 PM 

CONPLETED 7:30 PN 

11. CORRECTIVE ACTION TAKEN VACUUM TRUCKS WERE CALLED OUT AT 3:30 
PN WHEN THE WATER WAS FOUND TO BE GOING TO A STORM WATER CATCH BASIN AND 
THE CATCH BASIN WAS BARICADED. THE VACUUM TRUCKS CONTINUED TO CLEAN UP 
UNTIL ALL ACCUMULATION OF WATER WAS REMOVED BETWEEN 7:00 AND 7:30 PM. 
A PUMP WAS ATTACHED TO A DRAIN VALVE SO THAT ANY FUTURE DISCHARGES CAN BE 
PUMPED TO THE RECYCLE WATER SYSTEM.THE LOCATION OF THE PARTIAL BLOCKAGE 
IS STILL UNDER INVESTIGATION. 

12. DATE LETTER SENT TO AGENCY 

13. DATE LETTER REC'D FROM AGENCY 
DATE INCIDENT CLOSED 

BY 

08/14/95 



WCI$!'55!. 

April 28, 1995 

Mr. Karl Hoerig 
Ohio EPA, NEDO 
2110 East Aurora Road 
Twinsburg, OH 44087 

Dear Mr. Hoerig: 

The attached page is the summary of the unauthorized discharge 
which occurred at WCI Steel, Inc. on April 26, 1995, which 
consisted of a sheen at outfall 010. The underflow baffle which is 
listed in item No. 11, will be replaced with a permanent 
installation to prevent future recurrence. 

If you have any questions, please call be at (216) 841-8200. 

Sincerely'·. :' ( 

. ··; 6-'l'/ _/~/<)/~ 
. ;, 

Thomas 0. Shepker, Manager 
Environmental Control 

TOS/lho 

attachments 

cc: Murray Lantner - USEPA 

'N(I S1eel, lncorporoJed 

I 04.0 Pine Avenue, SE 

·,•J:;~ren, OH 4.4483-6528 



!JNAUTH D:: =.CH r-JO. : 1995-5 DATE: 04/27 /-=?5 BY: T. 0. SHEF'!-<EF: 

1. DATE 0~ DISCHA~:GE 04/26/95 TIME 1 01:50 PM 04/26/95 

2. SF' ILL F:EPORTED BY T. 0. SHEPf<ER TH1E 2 09:CI(l AM (l4/27/95 

,21 • ~1ATEf': I AL SF'ILLED USED OIL 

4. LOCATION OF SPILL PARKING AREA AT OLD BLOOMING MILL OFFICE BUILDING 

~ 
..;. "IATER"IAY AFFECTED MAHO~J I NG R I 'IER OUTFALL NO.: 010 

6. DISCHARGE QUANTITY 2 TO :. GALLONS 

7. AGENCY NOTIFICATIONS 

DEPA EMER RESPONSE 
(800-282-9378) 

DATE 
TIME 

DEPA CONTACT 
DEPA ID NO. . 

NAT. RESP. CENTER DATE 
<800-424-8802) TIME 

NCR PERSON CONTACTED 
NCF: ID NO. 

OEPA REGIONAL OFFICE DATE 
<216-425-9171> TIME 

OEPA PERSON CONTACTED 

TRUMBULL CO EMA/LEPC DATE 
~216-675-2666) TIME 

COUNTY PERSON CONTACTED 

MURRAY LANTNER & MARK CONTI 
OF US EPA & SCOTT SHANE OF 
OHIO EPA WERE ON SITE AT 1:50 
PM & OBSERVED THE SHEEN. 

04/27/95 
8:45 AM 
KARL HOERIG's. VOICE MAIL 

007787 

S. E~FECTS ON HUMAN HEALTH OR ENV. NONE 

9. CAU3E OF INCIDENT WCI TRUCK #336 WAS PARKED ON THE 
INCLINE OUTSIDE THE OLD BLOOMING MILL OFFICE WITH A 20 GALLON USED OIL 
TANf< 110UNTED IN THE BED ON APRIL 25,1995. AT APPROXIMATLY NOON IT ~JAS 
DI3COVERED THAT THE USED OIL TANK WAS LEAKING AND BECAUSE THE TRUCK WAS 
F·r~F:f·~ED ON A~J INCLINE, OIL HAD DRIPPED OF THE TRUCK BED "JAS RUNNING TO"IARD 
A CATCH 2ASIN. HEAVY RAINS THAT EVENING AWSHED ANY RESIDUAL OIL TO 010. 

10. CONTAINMENT/CLEANUP INITIATED SPILL - 12:00 PM 04/25/95 
SHEEN - 03:00 PM 04/26/95 

COMPLETED SPILL - 01:00 PM 04/25/95 
SHEEN - 09:00 AM 04/27/95 

11. •:OF:F:ECTI '·IE ACT I ON TAKEN THE TF:UCK l•JAS MOVED TO A LEVEL AREA 
IN O~:DE2 TO ":EEP ANY ADDITIONAL OIL ~IHICH LEAKED IN THE BED OF THE .. TRUCK •. 
THE rJ! L ON THE ASHPHAL T L<JAS MOPPED UP AND SAND WAS SPREAD OVER THE OIL ~ 
STAHED AREA. THE ROAD SvJEEPER CLEANING THE AREA SWEPT UP THE SAND .,., ""' 
~1~1D ~·F:OBABLY SL<JEPT SOME INTO THE CATCH BASIN. AT 1:50 PM ON 4/26/95 A « 

SHE:::N t•IAS DISCOVERED AT OUTFALL 010. A CONTRACTOR WAS NOTIFIED TO PLACE 

.:. -' . 

A''' Cc'-. BOOM ACF:OSS THE S~1ALL STEA~1 BETlolEEN THE OUTFALL AND THE RIVER ANI" 
TO '.JACl.iCJt1 ANY ACCU~1ULATION BEHIND THE 800~1. AT 9:00 AM ON 4/27/95 A r::· 
D2ARY UNDERFLOW BAFFLE WAS INSTALLED ABOVE 010 ELIMINATING THE SHEEN. 
DATE L::TTER SENT TO AGENCY 04/28/95 

u~.~ LETTER REC"D FROM AGENCY 



March 28, 1995 

Mr. Karl Hoerig 
Ohio EPA, NEDO , 
2110 East Aurora 
Twinsburg, Ohio 

Dear Mr. Hoerig: 

Road 
44087 

The enclosed is the summary of the unauthorized discharge of 
Morgoil which occurred at WCI Steel between 12:00 PM on March 23, 
1995, and 12:00 PM on March 24, 1995. The reason it took 24 hours 
to discover the source was because an over-the-road steel hauler 
truck had leaked oil into a catch basin and the maintenance people 
believed it to be the source and stopped looking for awhile. 

If you need additional information, please call me at 216-841-8200 
or Dick Gradishar at 216-841-8201. 

Thomas 0. Shepker 
Manager 
Environmental Control 

TOS:yt 

Enclosure 

cc: M. Lantner 

WCI Sleel, Incorporated 

1040 Pine Avenue, SE 

Warren, OH 44483-6528 

[216) 84 I ~8000 
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DATE OF DISC~HARGE 

j l .. OCATIOI~ n~ Si=·ILL_ 

~- WATERWAY AFFEC~ED 

AGENCY NOTIFICATIONS 

OEPA EMER RESF[JNSE l)ATE 
C80!)·-282-9J78> TIME 

r=~ E F r:; C; C! :\~ T \:-::j C--: 
C.)EFt\ ID nc::1 .. 

NA~u RESP. CEN.fER 

NCR PE.RSGN CONTACl"ED 

fJEPA REGIONAL OFFICE DATE 
(216-425-9171) TIME 

OEPA Pi~RSON CONTACTED 

·rRUMBULL CO EMA/LEF'C DATE 
(216-675-2666) TIME 

COUNTY PERSON CONTACTED 

8. EFFECTS ON HUMAN HEAl_TH OR ENV. 

T I ~--·IE l 

T ' I' if: ·'· ··"-

KARl__ HDEF: I G 

l 2 : '-.) I } F'tv\ n:-:·; ·-:-, -- ,-:, -·-· 

:L :·z .·· )t._J r-:· t'i ' 
-· r·::-

' ' ... ·-r· ' ·-

~1" \::(-)L_I[;E OF I ~-!C I DENT i--·IEiiT EXCf-Jf:,HGER TUBE FA I LED r-~L.i_C)L!JI Nl~ 
MORGOIL TO LEAK INTO THE NONCOl~TACT COOLING WATER l-INE. 

1 C. CDi\iT ?U ~IMENT I Cl EANUF· INITH~TED 12~L~5 ON 03/23/95 

COMf='LETED 

11. CORRECTIVE ACTION TA~~EN THE MAIN RIVER OIL BOOM WAS IMMEDIATE 
i_Y DEPLOYED. TO CAPTURE ANY ESCAPING OIL_. SMAJ_L ABSORBENT BOOMS WERE 
:~)E:Pt.OVED ~~T OUTFP1L.L. 007 TO M(.~XII·iiZE DIL. Ci~F'TUI=i:E~AN INVESTIG;lTICJJ-,j l~,lAS 
E<EGUI\1 TD LOC~':.\ TE THt-: SOURC£-:: or---:- fHE \J H_ i J::(:<l<... D II._ WAS FOU!'-JD It:.l A ~'·1~:;(\JH\JLE 
FROM ONE OF THE STEEL HAULERS TRUCKS AND WE THOUGHT IT WAS ·rHE SOURCE .. 
W~~EN QIL CONTIN~JED AFTER CL.EANING THE MANHiJ: .. E ROLLING AND FINISHING 
1"\nii,'·.~TE\\fENCE FOU!>..!D {."; L..t:::f~!<I~,~G l .. ·!t:~f::lTf.-:.)(CHPli\IGEt~ -~-~}BE. :-3HLJT THE HEt=iTEXCH;:":~(',iGEF.: 
DCl~,~l\l r=-~ND REJ-::'{~ I F;E:J THE: L..E~~~l.:: g 1--.:~~:if.:;:L H:JEF\ I •:~~ DF DE-: f.=· A C(~li,__.!E I ]·,J TO i]Ec~JEF;',_;~_:_: 
T:··-iE C:U:::Ar,tUF ., 

~2. DAlE LE.TTER SENT TJ AGENCY 

13. DATL LE~TER REC'D FROM AGENCY 
~)f..\TC.:: ~ 1\!C: I L,E'i'-!T CLD;:~C::D 

BY 

007783 



WCIS!'EE!. 

March 21, 1995 

Mr. Karl Hoerig 
Ohio EPA, NEDO 
2110 East Aurora Road 
Twinsburg, Ohio 44087 

Dear Mr. Hoerig: 

The attached page is the summary of the unauthorized discharge 
which occurred at WCI on March 20, 1995, when a contact water line 
from the hot mill coiler to the scale pit ruptured and seeped into 
the hot mill storm water dcwr.corner system which exits the plant via 
outfall 006. 

If you have any questions, please call me at (216) 841-8200. 

~rely, 

\(~ 
···~ ~~~:~!r 0. Shepker 

Environmental Control 

TOS:yt 

Attachment 

cc: M. Lantner 

WCI Steel, Incorporated 

1040 Pine Avenue, SE 

Warren, OH 44483-6528 

[216) 841-8000 

007780 
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·~0T~RIAL 3PILLED CO!~TACT WATER FROM THE HGT MT' 

~ ~GCATIQ~ ~F SPILL 

~- WAT~RWAY AFFECTED 

b. DISCHARGE QUANTITY 

AGENCY ~iOTIFICATIONS 

OEPA EMER RESPONSE DAl-E 
(8[)0-28~-9378) TIME 

,-,.--,..,-,-,.--,.-, 
'-' C:.l '·! I C.~,, 

( 800-~-.-.?4-880:=:) 
DATE 

NCR PERSON CONTACTED 
NC:F: I D i'JC. 

OEPA REGIONAL OFFICE DATE 
(216-425-9171) TI!"iE 

DEPA PERSON CONTACTED 

TRUMBULL CO EMA/LEPC DATE 
(216-675-2666) TIME 

COUNTY PERSON CONTACTED 

2. EFF~CTS ON HUMAN HEALTH OR ENV. 

O!JTFA!_L NO.: r;\Ja 

03/20/95 
02:47F'I"1 
~ARL HOERIG-VOICEMAIL(216) 963-1182 

CAUSE OF I0iCIDENT A WATER LINE ALONG THE EAS-r SIDE OF 
HOTMILL BUILDING WAS NOTICED TO BE LEA~:ING ON FRIDAY MARCH 17.1995. -rHE 
LINE ~JAS THOUGHT TO BE THE SERVICE WATER (RIVER WATER) LINE TO A FIRE 
H'!DRANT NEARBY SO REPAIRS WERE SCHEDULED FOR MONDAY 03/20/95. ABOUT 10:0() 
AM THE REPAIR PEOPLE FOUND THE LEA~ TO BE FROM THE PROCESS WATER LINE 
FROM THE HDTMILL COlLER TO THE SCALE PIT. 

10. CONTAINMENT/CLEANUP 2~ 15 F'M 

L~. CORREC'TIVE ACTION TAKEN MAINTENENCE REQUESTED AN EXCAVATION 
PERMIT FORM ENGINEERING TO MAKE THE ~iECESSARY REPAIRS. WHEN T~fE FIELD 
ENGINEER WAS TOLD THE LOCATION AND WAl"ER SOURCE HE LEFT A PHONE MAIL 
MESSAGE WITH ENVIRONMENTAL AT 12~15 P~l. THE E~iVIRONMENTAL ENGINEER. AFTER 
CHECKING HIS VOICE MAil-~ PROCEEDED TO THE HOTMILL AND OBSERVED THE LEAK. 
AT ABOUT 2:00 HE INSPECTED OUTFALL 006 WHERE THE HOTMILL ROOF DDW~ICOMERS 
DISCHARGE AND FOUND ABOUT A 50 GF'M FLOW WITH A LIGHT OIL SHEEN. VACUUM 
TRUCkS WERE CALLED OUT AND THE FLOW ~AS STOPPED AT ABOUT 2:15PM. THE 
VACUUM TRUCKS WILL CONTINUE TO TRANSPiJRT UNTIL ALL REPAIRS ARE MADE. 

1-2. DATE LETTER SENT TO AGE~iCY 

13. DATE LETTER REC'D FROM AGENCY 
DATE INCIDENT CLOSED 

BY 



.WCI S!'EE!. 
March 10, 1995 

Mr. Karl Hoerig 
Ohio EPA, NEDO 
2110 East Aurora Road 
Twinsburg, Ohio 44087 

Dear Mr. Hoerig: 

rwwrr~. 

W MAR 1 i.J '"''r:; 

The attached page is the summary of the unauthorized discharge 
which occurred at WCI on March 7, 1995. A coupling failed on the 
influent line to the central waste water treatment plant allowing 
about 100 GPM of untreated waste water to escape next to the 
aeration tank for about 20 minutes. Half of the water flowed into 
the blast furnace recycle system treatment plant via the flight 
conveyor pit. The remainder of water went into the storm water 
catch basin by the aeration tank. 

If you have any questions, please call me at (216) 841-8200. 

,:rs:::::·:y, shepke' 
Manager 
Environmental Control 

TOS:yt 

Attachment 

cc: M. Lantner · 

WCI Sleel, Incorporated 

I 040 Pine Avenue, SE 

Warren, OH 44483-6528 

[216) 841-8000 



f:\:' .~ T. CJ ~ ~::HE!='~-::ER -----··--·------------------------------·-----·-------------------------------
u, iT~ LlF D .T ;;c:Hi::-··:F•,'i3E 

'·· SPil_L REPORTE0 BY 

4. ·.JCA1-ION GF SF'll_~ 

.-. AG~NCY NClTIFICATl.ONS 

OEPA EMER RESF'ONSE DA-rE 
~BO(l--213:-9378) TIME 

Uf':T' r~ C C r-Tf(! c;T 
.JEF'P, I D Nl]. 

NAT. REBF'. CENTER D~rTE 
(_ [-300---··'i-2·q·-E180'2) 

NCR PERSON CON'TACTED 
1\!CI:::~_ I D 1\JCJ. 

OEF'f.l F:El:i I DJ-,_j(tL. OFFICE D1~ TE ~ 1. _j __ :, \:-1 '-_, 
(216-425-917J.) TIME 

i.JEF{:i F'EFS.ON. CONTAC TE~D 

TR!JMBULL CO EMA/l_EPC DATE 
(216-675-2666) TIME 

COU!~TV PERSON CONTACTED 

8. EFFECTS ON HLJMAN HEALTH OR ENV. 

9. CAUSE OF INCIDEN·r 
THE 8 11 TF:ANSFI:::F; F'IF'L I~-JE FPCJJ'\ #6 F'OND TO THE CEHTF:AL WASTE W{4TER TF(F.-:::ATI"1Ei.,fT PLr:::.rNT (CWWTF·) 1C([!::;:r.:1TIOI'>J TAI\ih: SF'RUI\J(3 Pi ;_i:::t-H< HALFI;JAY UF' THE SIDE DF. THE {\I F:AT !1]~1 H<i'1i<.. THE UoAf' IJCCUF:F:ED \'jHEi\1 A COiiF'U NC3 F':UF'TURED. 

INIT1~4-TE:D 10~20 PM ()3/07/95 

C:DMF·LETE.D 1)~:00 AM 03/08/95 
11. CORREC-riVE ACTION -rAkEN 

·rHE SYSTEM WAS SHl.lTDOWN AS SOON AS T~iE LEA~~ WAS DISCOVERED AND THE l_EAK WAS REF'AIRED BEFORE BRINGI~IG THE SYS-TEM BACK or~ AT 02~00 AM ON i)3/()8/95. 

t:3. DATE LETTER REC'D FROM A!3ENCY 
i)ATE I~fCIDENf C~.USEG 

' •. ·~:­.-' / 7 c_' 

00777g 
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CERTIFIED MAIL 
REIURN RECEIPT REQUESTED 

Mr. James Stack, President 
WCI Steel, Inc. 
1040 East Pine Avenue, S.E. 
Warren, Ohio 44483-6528 

HRE-8J 

Re: RCRA §3007 Information Request 
WCI Steel, Inc. 
Warren, Ohio 
OHO 060 409 521 

Dear Mr. Stack: 

The United States Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA) has completed a 
review of your May 4, 1994, response to U.S. EPA's April 1, 1994, Information 
Request pursuant to Section 3007 of the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act 
{RCRA), 42 U.S.C. §6927, as amended, and Section 104(e) of the Comprehensive 
Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980 {CERCLA), 42 
U.S.C. 9604{e) concerning hazardous or nonhazardous wastes disposed of in the 
pond system at WCI Steel, Inc.'s {WCI) facility located in Warren, Ohio. Your 
response requires further supplemental information. Therefore, pursuant to 
the authority of Sections 3007 of the RCRA, you are requested to provide 
additional information concerning the following questions. The supplemental 
responses should be responsive for the time period beginning in 1990, unless 
otherwise indicated, and continuing to the present. Terms defined in the 
April 1, 1994, Information Request shall have the same meaning herein. 

1. In WCI's May 4, 1994, response to question VI.1, it states 
that the purpose of the pond system is to serve as " ... an 
equalization basin for volume and chemistry for 
wastewater ..... " Define how the term "chemistry" is being 
used by WCI and explain what "chemistry" is equalized in the 
pond system. 

Provide all supporting documents relevant to the above 
question(s). 
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2. U.S. EPA is seeking clarification of information WCI 
provided in the response to question Vl.2. 

Has any hazardous or solid wastes which exhibit the 
characteristics of corrosivity and/or reactivity, as those 
terms are defined in 40 CFR §261.22 and 40 CFR §261.23, 
respectively, been discharged either directly or indirectly 
and/or disposed of in the pond system? If yes, please 
provide the dates of discharge or disposal and the waste 
characteristic. 

Explain the terms "minor" and "occasionally" as used 
in the last sentence of paragraph 1 of WCI's response 
to question VI.2. 

Provide the procedure(s) used to make a hazardous waste 
determination for each solid waste stream disposed of in the 
pond system or otherwise discharged, either directly or 
indirectly in the pond system. 

Provide the specific method or a detailed description of the 
method used to determine if solid waste discharged and/or 
disposed of in the pond system possessed the hazardous waste 
characteristic of corrosivity. 

Provide all supporting documents relevant to the above 
question(s). 

3. Provide a brief narrative that describes the solid wastes 
that are discharged either directly or indirectly, and/or 
disposed of in the pond system. This narrative shall 
des.cri be the source( s), types, the physical nature and the 
chemical constituents present in each waste stream. In 
addition, please provide an updated schematic indicating 
where each waste stream enters the process sewer system 
before discharging into the pond systems. 

Provide all supporting documents relevant to the above 
question(s). 

4. In response to question VI.4, WCI provided a list of sources 
and types of materials disposed in the pond system. Does 
this list identify all the sources of wastes removed in the 
vacuum trucks? If not, please identify the source of all 
wastes placed in vacuum trucks. Briefly describe the wastes 
discharged via vacuum truck to the pond system. This 
narrative shall describe the source(s), types, the physical 
nature and the chemical constituents present in each waste 
stream. 
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Does WCI require routine hazardous waste determinations on 
these waste streams? If yes, provide all supporting waste 
stream determination documents for waste streams generated 
since 1990. If no, please explain why not. 

Provide all supporting documents relevant to the above 
question{s). · 

5. Have any solid wastes with a pH of less than or equal to 2 
been discharged directly or indirectly and/or disposed of in 
the pond system? 

Provide all supporting documents relevant to the above 
question{s). 

6. Since February 18, 1992, has WCI discharged directly or 
indirectly and/or disposed any listed hazardous wastes in 
the pond system? If yes, name the listed wastes? 

Ha~ WCI disposed hazardous waste exhibiting the toxicity 
characteristic in the pond system? If yes, name the 
characteristic hazardous wastes? 

Provide all supporting documents relevant to the above 
question{s). 

7. Please provide the following for the lime slurry injection 
system which operates upstream of the pond system: a) 
installation date; b} date the system began routinely 
operating; c) the design criteria. 

Provide all supporting documents relevant to the above 
question{s). 

8. Has spent pickle liquor been discharged either directly or 
indirectly and/or disposed of in the ponds? If yes, provide· 
a brief discussion of each discharge into the pond system. 

Has pickle liquor rinse water been discharged either 
directly or indirectly and/or disposed of in the ponds? If 
yes, provide a brief discussion of each discharge into the 
pond system. 

Provide all supporting documents relevant to the above 
question{s). 

9. Has any spent pickle liquor ever been discharged through any 
outfall without prior treatment? If yes, provide dates, 
discharge points, and circumstances explaining the 
discharge. 
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Provide all supporting documents relevant to the above 
question(s). 

10. Briefly describe all sources of solid wastes that are 
treated in the Central Wastewater Treatment Plant. This 
narrative shall describe the source(s)., types, the physical 
nature and the chemical constituents present in each waste 
stream. 

Provide all supporting documents relevant to the above 
question(s). 

11. Briefly describe the acid regeneration process. Describe 
all influent and effluent streams used in the acid 
regeneration process. This narrative shall describe the 
source(s), types, the physical nature and the chemical 
constituents present in each waste stream. 

Provide all supporting documents relevant to the above 
question(s). 

12. Since February 1992, has WCI removed any materials which 
have settled in the pond system? If yes, describe when, 
where, and how the removed materials were managed, treated 
or disposed at and from the facility. 

Since February 1992, how has WCI managed, treated, stored, 
and/or disposed of oils, oily material, or oil/water 
mixtures recovered from the pond system? 

Provide all supporting documents relevant to the above 
question(s). 

13. Please refer to the April 1, 1994, Information Request and provide 
a narrative response for each of the following questions: VI.B; 
VI.9; VI.13; VI.14; VI.15; and VI.16. 

Such information must be furnished to this office within forty-five (45) days 
of receipt of this letter, notwithstanding its possible characterization as 
confidential. In that regard you may, under 40 CFR §2.203(a), assert a 
business confidentiality claim covering all or part of the information 
provided in the manner described in 40 CFR §2.203(b). Information covered by 
such a claim will be disclosed by U.S. EPA only to the extent and by means of 
the procedures set forth in 40 CFR Part 2; Subpart B. Any request for 
confidentiality must be made when the information is submitted to U.S. EPA, 
since any information not so identified may be made available to the public 
without further notice to you. 

The written statements provided pursuant to this Information Request must be 
notarized and submitted under an authorized signature certifying that all 
matters contained therein are true and accurate to the best of the signatory's 
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knowledge and belief. Any documents submitted to U.S. EPA pursuant to this 
information request should be certified as true and authentic to the best of 
the signatory's knowledge or belief. 

Compliance with the Information Request set forth herein is mandatory. 
Failure to respond fully and truthfully to the Information Request within 
forty-five (45) days of the receipt of this letter or adequately justify such 
failure to respond can result in enforcement action by U.S. EPA pursuant to 
Section 3008 of RCRA. Please note that all questions must be completely 
answered. If WCI wishes to answer a question requiring an explanation, 
description and/or narrative by attaching a document, it may do so, provided 
that WCI's written response identifies the responsive document, attaches the 
document and the document is annotated with the corresponding question number. 
Answers to questions requiring an explanation, description and/or narrative 
answer will be considered non-responsive unless a complete explanation, 
description, narrative, and/or responsive documents are attached to your 
written response. 

Should the signatory find, at any time after the submittal of requested 
information, t~at any portion of the submitted information is false, the 
signatory should so notify U.S. EPA. If any answer certified as true should 
be found to be untrue or misleading, such is subject to prosecution pursuant 
to 18 U.S.C. §1001 or §3008(d) of RCRA. U.S. EPA has the authority to use 
the information requested herein in an administrative, civil, or criminal 
action. · 

This Information Request is not subject to the approval requirements of the 
Paperwork Act of 1980, 44 U.S.C. Section 3501, ~ ~- If you have any 
questions regarding this matter, please contact Thad Slaughter, of my staff, 
at (312) 886-4460. Your response should be sent to the United States 
Environmental Protection Agency, Region 5, Attention: Thad Slaughter, RCRA 
Enforcement Branch (HRE-8J), 77 West Jackson Boulevard, Chicago, Illinois 
60604. 

Sincerely·yours, 
ORIQJ:NAL SIGNED 'eY' 

JOSEPH M. 1'~--s 

Joseph M. Boyle, Chief 
RCRA Enforcement Branch 

cc: 

bee: 

John Schierberl, OEPA-CO 
Kelly Smith, OEPA,-CO 
Thomas Shepker, Manager, WCI Steel, Inc. 
Pjrilip C,. Schillawski, Esq., Squire, Sanders & Dempsey 

~eirdre Tananka, ORC, CM-29A 
Nicole Cant ell o, ORC, CM-29A 
Leslie Lehnert, DOJ 
Murray Lanter, WC-15J 





In the Matter of: 

WCI Steel, Inc. 
Warren, Ohio 

Applicant 

BEFORE THE 

HAZARDOUS WASTE FACILITY BOARD 

STATE OF OHIO 
~ .'-~ c.~r:-.r ,/_ ',1 !',, • 1 - - r.;! 1: 2 f:_ 

--- .·--
. __ -,,,~J 

Case No. 94-M.::Ol84 

1RANSMI1TAL OF THE REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION 

NOTICE OF TIME WITHIN WHICH TO FILE OBJECTIONS 

NOTICE OF BOARD MEETING 

Attached hereto is a copy of the Report and Recommendation in the above captioned matter. 
Pursuant to the authority vested in the Board under R.C. 119.09 and Ohio Adm. Code 3734-1-
45, any party to this proceeding may file written objections within twenty (20) days of receipt 
of a copy of the Report and Recommendation. 

Written objections shall be specifically stated and numbered separately. Where objections are 
taken to a Finding of Fact, a reference must be made to the page or part of the record relied 
upon to support the objection and a suggested Finding of Fact must be incorporated in the 
objection. The objections may include memoranda in support of the objection taken. (See Ohio 
Adm. Code 3734-1-45) 

!d-. 

Written objection shall be filed with: 

Hazardous Waste Facility Board 
Attn: Karen Story 

(M ~ lC1 ~ ~ \W IE (ill 
OCT 2 3 1994 

OFFICE OF RCRA 
1700 WaterMark Drive 

P.O. Box 163669 
Columbus, Ohio 43216-3669 

If objections are filed, an original plus three (3) copies are required. 

WASTE MANAGEMENT DIVISION 

EPA, REGION V 

Notification will be provided as to when the Board will meet to discuss this matter. 

Should you have any questions please contact the Board at (800) 686-1591 or (614) 644-2742. 





In the Matter of: 

WCI Steel, Inc. 
Warren, Ohio 

Applicant 

BEFORE THE 

HAZARDOUS WASTE FACILITY BOARD 

STATE OF OHIO 

Case No. 94-M-0184 

REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION 
OF THE 

HEARING EXAMINER 

REPORT 

I. FINDINGS OF FACT 

rp ;:-n 
I • '--~ -"-• --=' 

:. ' • l ....... 
r- , : • " -~ 

The hearing examiner (examiner) having considered his statutory duty under R.C. Chapters 119 
and 3734, the procedural rules of the Board, as well as the record of this proceeding, 
recommends for Board approval and adoption the fmdings of fact set forth below: 

A. Jurisdiction and Procedure 

1. This matter came before the Board on application of WCI Steel, Inc., (WCI or 
Applicant) for a hazardous waste facility installation and operation permit modification 
(Ohio ID No. 02-78-0184) for Applicant's Warren, Ohio, facility. CD .00. 1 

2. The following documents (application) were transmitted to the Board by the Director of 
Environmental Protection (Director) on July 15, 1994: 

a. Classification letter dated August 20, 1992; 

b. Part A permit application, dated December 4, 1981, as modified 
by letter dated November 23, 1982; 

c. Unredacted copy of the Ohio Attorney General's Investigative 
Report, dated November 16, 1992; 

'Documents filed with the Board are numbered by a decimal system beginning with .00. Citation to Board case 

documents filed and made part of the record are referenced by use of the abbreviation CD, followed by the assigned 

case document number, then the page number, if necessary. A copy of the case file index identifying documents 

filed in this proceeding is kept at the Board's offices and is available upon request. 

lA 



WCI Steel, Inc. 
Case No. 94-M-0184 
Report and Recommendation 

d. Redacted (public) copy of the Ohio Attorney General's 
Investigative Report, dated November 16, 1992; 

e. Disclosure statement, dated November 7, 1991; an~ 

f. A final draft submitted by the Attorney General's Office to EBR­
Joint Stipulation and Settlement Agreement dated June 2, 1994. 

Id. 

3. The August 20, 1992 classification letter, in the form of a journalized, final action, 
appealable to the Ohio Environmental Board of Review, is a determined by the Director 
that portions of the requested changes to Applicant's permit constitute a modification. 
ld. at 04. 

4. The Director determined that the aspects of the permitted facility or its operations that 
are to be modified, and thus subject to review by the Board under R.C. 3734.05(D), are: 

a. Change in ownership from Republic Steel Corporation, PO Box 
6778, Cleveland, Ohio 44101 to WCI Steel, Inc., 1040 Pine 
Avenue S.E., Warren, Ohio 44483; 

b. Change in name of facility from Republic Steel Mahoning Valley 
Warren, 1040 Pine Avenue, Warren, Ohio 44483 to WCI Steel, 
Inc., 1040 Pine Avenue S.E., Warren, Ohio 44483; 

c. Change in operator information from Republic Steel Corporation, 
PO Box 6778, Cleveland, Ohio 44101 to WCI Steel, Inc., 1040 
Pine Avenue S.E., Warren, Ohio 44483; and 

d. Change in facility contact from Thomas Kachur, 
Environmental Control to Thomas Shepker, 
Environmental Control. 

Id. at 04-05. 

Manager, 
Manager, 

5. In accordance with R.C. 119.09, Michael A. Shapiro, a licensed attorney admitted to the 
practice of law in the State of Ohio, was assigned as the examiner to this proceeding. 
CD .01. 

2 



WCI Steel, Inc. 
Case No. 94-M-0184 
Report and Recommendation 

6. The statutory parties who actively participated in this proceeding, identified by counsel, 
are: 

a. Applicant: Karen Winters, Esq. 

b. Ohio EPA: Joan R. Kooistra, Esq. 

CD .04; CD .05. 

7. The Trumbull County Commissioners, through their counsel Thomas P. Gysegem, Esq., 
Assistant Prosecuting Attorney, and Howland Township Trustees are statutory parties to 
this proceeding, but did not actively participate. CD .01; CD .02. 

B. Applicant and Facility Description 

8. The RENCO Group, Inc. (RENCO), a holding company with decentralized management, 
is the ultimate parent of WCI through RENCO "Ventures, Inc., an intermediate 
corporation. RENCO owns seventeen operating companies employing approximately 
5,000 people. The organization's growth has been substantial in the last ten years. The 
conglomerate's volume increased from $40,000,000 to almost $1 billion, and total assets 
from $20,000,000 to $500,000,000. CD .00 at 39. 

9. In April, 1988, RENCO created ASCAN Ohio Corporation specifically for the purchase 
of the Republic Steel Corporation, Mahoning Valley Warren Works, 1040 Pine Avenue, 
Warren, Ohio, Trumbull County, from LTV Steel, which purchased the facility in 1984. 
When the sale was completed in September of 1988, ASCAN's name was changed to 
Warren Consolidated Industries, Inc., and then to WCI Steel, Inc., in November, 1991. 
WCI took over the management of the acid regeneration plant on December 1, 1989. 
Id. 39-40. 

10. Republic Steel Corporation made the original decision, based on economics, to build an 
acid regeneration facility for recycling of spent hydrochloric acid pickle solution (K062) 
generated at its Warren and Cleveland, Ohio steel mills. The plant was designed to 
handle 18,000,000 gallons ofK062 per year. Pennsylvania Engineering Corporation and 
its subsidiary PEROX designed, built and operated the acid regeneration plants for LTV 
Steel from 1981 until November 30, 1989. The facility has regenerated approximately 
11,771,416 gallons of hydrochloric acid between December 1, 1989 and October 12, 
1990, of which approximately 947,401 gallons, or 8%, were from third party sources. 
During the period between December 1, 1989 to September 30, 1990, WCI had total 
sales of$492,190,000 for regenerated acid, of which less than $100,000 were sales from 
third party regenerated acid and acid generated iron oxide. Id. at 40. 
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WCI Steel, Inc. 
Case No. 94-M-0184 
Report and Recommendation 

11. WCI, a wholly owned subsidiary of the RENCO Group, Inc., has established the 
following wholly owned subsidiaries: 

a. Beaver Coke Company; 

b. METFAB; 

c. Niles Property, Inc.; 

d. Youngstown Sinter Company; 

e. WCI Captive Landfill. 

Id. at 40-422• 

'The Attorney General provided the following descriptions of the WCI subsidiaries: 

Beaver Coke Company was set up to present a purchase proposal to the Judge presiding 
over the LTV bankruptcy, the USEPA Region III and the Pennsylvania Department of 
Environmental Resources (DER) for the Aliquippa Coke Batteries owned by LTV Steel. 
The proposal never materialized, and Beaver Coke Company never owned or operated 
the coke battery. It has been inactive since 1989. 

Warren Culvert, Inc. was created to manage the former LTV Steel Drainage Products 
Division as a subsidiary of WCI. It was then decided to make it a division of WCI and 
it became Warren Consolidated Industries, Inc., METFAB. Warren Culvert, Inc. never 
became an active company. This division ofWCI, METFAB, makes galvanized culvert 
products for the construction industry, some of which are coated with asphalt. It also 
makes the steel support plates which bolt together to support tunnel construction. 

Niles Property Inc. was forrnerly a cold rolling and tin plating operation of Republic 
Steel/LTV Steel. The last of the production equipment was the Cold Rolling Mill, which 
was sold by LTV prior to the WCI purchase. WCI purchased the Niles property to use 
several buildings for its finished product storage. . . . (P)ortions of this subsidiary are 
leased to other companies for storage or industrial activity. 

Youngstown Sinter Company was the forrner United States Steel Corporation (hereinafter 
USS) Brier Hill Works sintering operation. When USS shut down this plant in the late 
1970's, Republic Steel Corporation/LTV Steel purchased and ran it to consume revert 
materials, which were too fine for direct use in the blast furnace. WCI purchased this 
wholly owned subsidiary from LTV in 1989 and spent nearly $10 million (over $7 
million for environmental projects) to bring it on-line in June of 1991. The sinter plant, 
renamed the Youngstown Sinter Company, was reactivated on June 13, 1991. 

WCI Captive Landfill is a solid waste facility located ... [on site]. It receives in excess 
of 100,000 tons of air and water pollution control dust and sludges and steelmaking slag 
annually. 

CD .00 at 40 - 42. 
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WCI Steel, Inc. 
Case No. 94-M-0184 
Report and Recommendation 

C. Filing of Necessary Docwnents 

12. A preliminary conference was held on August 4, 1994. Attendees were: 

NAME 

Yin Purl 
Stephen R. Feldmann, Esq. 
Joan R. Kooistra, Esq. 
Karen Winters, Esq. 

CD .07. 

REPRESENTING 

Ohio EPA 
Ohio EPA 
Ohio EPA 
Applicant 

13. Pursuant to instructions from the examiner, the following necessary documents were 

filed: 

a. The application signed by Applicant. CD .08. 

b. The 1993 renewal permit to which the modification is to attach. 
CD .09. 

c. Applicant's short statement of anticipated environmental impact 
and map. Id. 

d. Update to the compliance history. Id. 

14. The renewal permit authorizes the management of eleven tanks of 36,000 gallons each, 

and a 28,300 gallon pickling lines sump, for a total capacity of 424,000 gallons. The 
11 above ground storage tanks are contained within a diked area which measures 38 feet 

by 104 feet with 4.5 to 5 feet concrete walls serving as containment. The total capacity 

of the containment dike is approximately 45,000 gallons. The pickling lines sump is 

contained within a sump which provides approximately 80,000 gallons containment 

capacity. CD .09. 

15. The hazardous waste managed at the facility is listed as K062, spent pickle liquor 

generated by steel finishing operations of facilities within the iron and steel industry, and 

characterized as D006, cadmium. Id.; O.A.C. 3745-51-24, 3745-51-32. 
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WCI Steel, Inc. 
Case No. 94-M-0184 
Report and Recommendation 

D. Public Heanng I Adjudication Hearing I Disputed Issues 

16 A public hearing on the application, pursuant to R.C. 3734.05, was held on Tuesday, 
October 11, 1994, at Turner Junior High School auditorium, 1443 Mahoning Avenue, 
Warren, OH 44483. In accordance with R. C. 3734.05(D)(3)(a), a representative of the 
applicant having knowledge of the location, construction, operation, and closure of the 
facility attended the public hearing. CD .10. 

17. No comments in opposition to the application, either in oral or written form, have been 
received into the.record of this proceeding. Id. 

18. An adjudication hearing on this matter was conducted by telephone conference call on 
Friday, October 14, 1994, at 1:00 p.m., with the following counsel entering appearances 
upon the record: 

NAME 

Thomas Grever, Esq. 
Karen Winters, Esq. 

CD .11. 

19. The hearing was thereupon adjourned. ld. 

REPRESENTING 

Ohio EPA 
Applicant 

20. There are no disputed issues between the parties to this proceeding. 

E. Disclosure Statemem I Investigative Report 

21. Applicant's disclosure statement is dated November 7, 1991; personal history disclosure 
statements for key employees were received by the Attorney General on October 1, 1991. 
CD.OO at 83, 66. 

22. The Attorney General, within one hundred eighty days after receipt of the disclosure 
statement from an applicant for a permit, shall prepare and transmit to the Director an 
investigative report on the applicant, based in part upon the disclosure statement, except 
that this deadline may be extended for a reasonable period of time, for good cause, by 
the Director or the Attorney General. R.C. 3734.42 (A)(3). 

23. The investigative report of the Attorney General was received by the Director on October 
29, 1992. CD .00 at 36. 
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24. The investigative report was prepared by the Attorney General, Environmental 

Background Investigations Unit of the Bureau of Criminal Identification and Investigation 

(EBIU), which verified all information presented in the disclosure statement submitted 

by Applicant and its key employees. Where necessary, EBIU independently investigated 

all relevant aspects of the disclosure statements which could affect the statutory criteria 

for disqualification. Id. at 36. 

25. The Attorney General focused the background investigation on WCI and RENCO and its 

subsidiaries. Id. at 39. 

26. The four people whom Applicant described as key employees3 have, collectively, more 

than ninety years experience in the steel industry. The manager of the Environmental 

Control group and the supervisor of the acid regeneration facility in particular have had 

experience in pollution control activities within the context of steel manufacturing. Mr. 

Shepker, the Environmental Control Group Manager, has worked in his current position, 

which is devoted entirely to environmental compliance and pollution prevention, since 

1988. Mr. Calderwood worked exclusively in the environmental departments of WCI, 

Inc. until1989, thereafter as supervisor of the acid regeneration facility. 

Attorney General Statutory Criteria Discussion at 1. (See Recommended Conclusion of 

law No. 12.) 

27. Three of the key employees investigated by the Attorney General hold science degrees. 

The fourth man (Mr. Holzheimer) has an education degree and has completed in-house 

management training. Id. 

28. Through the Attorney General's investigation, no exceptions were revealed to the key 

employees's management experience, employment history, educational background, or 

credit history. The disclosure information was confirmed through the various personnel 
departments, educational institutions and independent investigative sources. None of the 

key employees has ever been convicted of a crime. CD .00 at 42. 

29. When the Attorney General reviewed the information Applicant disclosed about the 

individuals and the business concerns, it was largely accurate. Attorney General 

Statutory Criteria Discussion at 1. 

'Tom Shepker, Manager, Environmental Control; DavidJ. Calderwood, Supervisor, Acid Regeneration Facility; 

George Holzheimer, Purchasing Manager; and Patrick T. Kenney, General Superintendent, Finishing Operations. 

CD .00 at 42-44. 
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30. The Attorney General reviewed Applicant's compliance record with respect to air, water 
and hazardous waste laws and regulations. Applicant was cited nine times in the late 
1980's and 1990's for air pollution violations. The violations were: excess visible 
emissions, excess particulate emissions, and excess sulfur dioxide emissions. The 
Director did not take enforcement action. 

Id at 2. 

31. Applicant holds an NPDES permit. During the time Applicant has owned and controlled 
the facility, it was cited for the presence of oil at certain outfalls, failure to install 
flowmeters in compliance with its permit, fail\rre to prevent discharge from an outfall not 
permitted to discharge and inappropriate location of an outfall pipe. The facility reported 
effluent violations on several occasions. Ohio EPA did not initiate enforcement action in 
response to any of the wastewater violations. 

ld. 

32. WCI, Inc. holds an NPDES permit for its METFAB division, which has not been cited 
for violations, nor enforcement actions initiated. METFAB has maintained compliance 
with its air permit. 

ld. at 3. 

33. The Attorney General reviewed Applicant's environmental compliance history with 
respect to the hazardous waste rules. The violations for which Applicant has been cited 
include: financial assurance and insurance coverage; failure to keep inspection logs and 
emergency lists updated; failure to complete personnel training; failure to provide 
appropriate containment for the contents of storage tanks; and failure to mark containers 
properly. In each case, the violation has been corrected, with no escalated enforcement 
action undertaken by the Ohio EPA. Id. at 2; Attorney General Investigative Report, 
Investigative Summary (Investigative Summary). 

34. The Attorney General reports that: 

The failure to provide adequate containment and the improper marking 
probably created the most immediate environmental risks. While the 
failure to provide adequate liability coverage and failure to provide for 
closure cost assurance are troubling, there is no evidence that any harm 
resulted from the facility's late compliance with the requirements of the 
rules. The personnel training violations and the failure to reflect new 
information and requirements in inspection logs are relatively minor 
violations which probably did not greatly endanger the environment during 
the time they occurred. · 

Attorney General Statutory Criteria Discussion at 2-3. 
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35. WCI subsidiary compliance, as reported by the Attorney General in his Investigative 
Summary, is set forth below: 

a. Beaver Coke Company - No environmental permits applied for or 
received. 

b. METFAB: 

i. Permit No. OH 006891 authorizes the discharge of 
non-contact cooling water, storm water and ground. 
water. No violations or enforcement actions have 
been initiated. 

ii. Air Permit No. 1576000865, issued by the Air 
Pollution Control Agency, Canton, Ohio, authorizes 
(on registration status) an asphalt coating dip tank 
and a fugitive source (FOOl) for the roadways and 
parking lots. No violations reported. 

c. Niles Property, Inc- NPDES Permit No. OH0011266 for storm 
water and ground water. No violations were reported. 

d. Youngstown Sinter Company: 

1. Particulate emission testing conducted on August 
22, 1991 and October 18, 1991 revealed violations 
of OAC Rule 3745-17-11, the Ohio fugitive dust 
regulation. . Extensive repair of the dust collector 
has been ongoing since the first violation. 
Additional inspection and repair of the dust 
collector were ordered after the second test failure. 
A third test was completed in 1991; the source was 
in compliance. 

ii. Additional violations at the Youngstown Sinter 
Company relate to the capture and/or control of 
fugitive dust from material handling, aggregate 
storage, and sinter load-out stations. 

iii. No enforcement action has been initiated on the 
basis of Youngstown Sinter's violations. 
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e. WCI Captive Landfill - Although Applicant took over the 
operations of the captive landfill in 1988 when it purchased the 
facility from LTV, Ohio EPA did not begin inspections until 
January, 1991. The Trumbull County Health Department does not 
conduct inspections at the facility. The following information was 
provided: 

i. January 31, 1991: The facility was approximately 
25 feet over the height shown in the operating 
report filed in July 1978; inadequate daily and 
intermediate cover; and although the facility had 
applied for a license, it had not received such 
license. 

ii. May 13, 1991: The facility was approximately 25 
feet over the height shown in the operating report 
filed in July of 1978; the facility was not utilizing 
an acceptable daily and intermediate cover; and 
abandoned drums were noted on the southeast 
corner at the base of the landfill. The OEP A found 
the barrels to be empty and they were removed. 

iii. June 3, 1991: The OEPA found [that] the ... 
facility had not operated in compliance with 
approved detailed plans ... , [in that] the facility was 
approximately 25 feet over the height shown in the 
operating report filed July 5, 1978 . . . and . . . was 
not utilizing an acceptable daily or intermediate 
cover. 

iv. April 2, 1992: The OEPA inspection noted a 
violation of daily and intermediate cover. 

v. June 10, 1992: The OEPA noted a violation of daily 
and intermediate cover. 

vi. August 6, 1992: The OEPA noted the following 
violations: lack of daily and intermediate cover and 
erosion. 

No escalated enforcement activity was indicated. 

Investigative Summary at 2-4, 11. 
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36. Beginning in April, 1984, LTV Steel began recycling coal tar decanter sludge back to 
the coke ovens by mixing the sludge with coal on the active portion of the coal pile, and 
charging the mixture into the coke ovens. On February 28, 1986, Ohio EPA advised 
LTV Steel that this activity constituted "storage" in a vicinity for which LTV had no 
hazardous waste permit. Findings and Orders, issued on September 2, 1988, ordered the 
submittal of a closure plan for the waste pile storage area to both the Ohio EPA and 
USEPA. LTV appealed the Findings and Orders on October 8, 1986 and the matter is 
still pending. LTV Steel stopped the recycling activity and began to send all tar decanter 
sludge to LTV Steel's Pittsburgh site. When Applicant took over the operation in 1988, 
three piles of coal tar decanter sludge still existed at the site. Together, Applicant and 
LTV have removed the piles and are sampling the area. 

Investigative Summary at 7. 

F. Update of Compliance History 

37. Applicant on September 2, 1994 filed an update of its compliance history indicating that: 

a. All described violations from inspections have been returned to 
compliance. 

b. The inspections of December 3, 1992 and November and 
December, 1993 (financial record review) evidenced substantial 
compliance and compliance, respectively. 

CD .09 

38. The above filing contained a December 22, 1993 letter to Applicant from Ohio EPA 
stating that: 

To demonstrate compliance with the financial assurance requirements for 
closure, WCI Steel, Inc. uses Letter of Credit No. 513027P issued on 
November 12, 1993 by CoreStates Philadelphia National Bank currently 
in the amount of $550,000. A standby Trust Agreement entered into as of 
December 10, 1993 between WCI Steel, Inc. and Society National Bank 
accompanies the Letter of Credit. This Letter of Credit replaced Letter of 
Credit No. 512053P issued on January 29, 1993 in the amount of 
$325,000. The previously referenced Letter of Credit No. 512053P 
replaced Letter of Credit No. 510307P issued on August 31, 1991 in the 
amount of $300,000. Both Letters of Credit remain outstanding. 
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To demonstrate liability coverage for sudden accidental occurrences WCI 
Steel, Inc. uses a financial test as specified in OAC rule 3745-66-47(F). 
The most recent fmancial test documentation for WCI Steel, Inc. dated 
January 22, 1993 for the fiscal year ending October 31, 1992, was 
received October 13, 1993 by letter from Margaret Stollar. 

Upon review of the · financial assurance and liability coverage 
documentation, no violations were found. Therefore, the WCI Steel, Inc. 
facility is in compliance with OAC rules 3745-66-42, 3745-66-43 and 
3745-66-47 at this time. 

Id. 

39. The review of the compliance history does not show any pattern to the violations or any 
repeated violations that would indicate an underlying problem. 

G. Pennits Tenns and Conditions 

40. The application transmittal did not included draft permit terms and conditions and no 
party to this proceeding has filed proposed terms and conditions. CD .00. 

II. CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

The examiner, having considered his statutory duty under R.C. Chapters 119 and 3734, the 
procedural rules of the Board, as well as the record of this proceeding, recommends the Board 
approve and adopt the conclusions of law, with discussions, set forth below: 

A. Jurisdiction 

1. The Board shall approve or disapprove an application for a modification of a hazardous 
waste facility installation and operation permit in accordance with R.C. 3734.05(0). 
R.C. 3734.05(I)(4)(a). 

2. R.C. 3734.05(I)(4)(a) clearly specifies that any aspect of a facility being operated under 
an existing permit which is not being modified is not subject to review by the Hazardous 
Waste Facility Board. CECOS v. Shank (1991) 74 Ohio App. 3d 43; 598 N.E.2d 40. 

3. For the Board to act on an application to modify a permit, the Board must first fmd that 
Applicant possesses a valid permit and that the aspects of the permitted facility or its 
operations that are subject to Board review have been appropriately identified. In the 
Matter of Aristech Chemical Corporation, Report and Recommendation of the Hearing 
Examiner, Case No. 93-M-0251, CD .51, (Aristech), at 8. 
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Discussion: See In the Matter of Battelle Memorial Institute, Case No. 92-M-
0572 (Battelle), Panel Discussion of Preliminary Issues, CD .27 at 10: 

. . . (B)efore the Board can act on an application or part of an 
application, it must have jurisdiction . . . . The Board cannot imply 
jurisdiction from a contextual interpretation of an application or 
draft permit. The Board has jurisdiction only over that which is 
expressly classified by the Director as requiring Board action. 
(Emphasis added.) 

See also Battelle, Ruling on Suspension of Proceedings, Entry Scheduling Status 
Conferences, Continuances, CD .67 at 1: 

Panel still views the existence of a permit as a logical component 
of a permit modification proceeding .... (Emphasis added.) 

4. The determination of modification by the Director and the manner in which it was 
perfected, provided the definitive aspect of the permitted facility or its operations that is 
to be modified and subject to review by the Board pursuant to R.C. 3734.05(D). 

5. As Applicant is in possession of a valid permit, together with Conclusion of Law No.4, 
the application of WCI Steel, Inc., Ohio Hazardous Waste Facility Installation and 
Operation Permit No. 02-78-0184, for its Warren, Ohio facility, is properly before the 
Board and within Board jurisdiction. 

B. Public Hearing 

6. The R. C. 3 734.05 (D) ( 1 )(3) (a) public hearing is an explicit, administrative function of the 
Hazardous Waste Facility Board, with no direct or legal relationship to the adjudication 
hearing and the hearing examiner simply has no jurisdiction to interpret, limit or modify 
the scope of the public hearing except as to issues raised by the parties in the 
adjudication of a particular case. In the Matter Waste Technologies Industries (WIT), 

Ruling on Motion to Strike, Case No. 93-0-0589, CD .63. 

C. Issues in Dispute I Adjudication Hearing 

7. The Board shall hear and decide all disputed issues between the parties respecting the 
approval or disapproval of the application. R.C. 3734.05(D)(3)(c). 

8. The Board shall conduct any adjudication hearing upon disputed issues in accordance 
with Chapter 119 of the Revised Code and the rules of the Board governing the 
procedure of such hearing. R.C. 3734.05(D)(5). 
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9. In any adjudication hearing required by R.C. 119.01 to 119.13, an agency may appoint 
an examiner to conduct the hearing, who shall submit to the agency a written report 
setting forth his findings of fact and conclusions of law and a recommendation of the 
action to be taken by the agency. R. C. 119.09. 

10. When there are no disputed issues between the parties, there is no longer any case or 
controversy to be adjudicated or decided. In such a situation an examiner shall fulfill 
his/her statutory and regulatory duties by filing a report declaring that there are no issues 
in dispute and by making a recommendation for further action based thereon. In the 
Matter of Ashland Chemical Company, Division of Ashland Oil, Inc., Report and 
Recommendation of the Hearing Examiner, Case No. 93-NF-0631, CD. 71 at 8; Aristech 
at 9. 

D. Disclosure Statement I Investigative Repon 

11. A review of an application by the Board of an off-site facility shall include a review of 
the disclosure statement and investigative report. R.C. 3734.41; R.C. 3734.42 (A)(4). 

12. Documents contained in the record of proceeding to which confidential status has not 
been provided by the Board, such as the Unredacted Copy of the Investigative Report of 
the Attorney General, are public record and appropriate to be the foundation for findings 
of fact. See lVTI, CD .46, attached letter: 

The . . . [Unredacted Copy of the Investigative Report of the Attorney 
General] is in the possession of the Board, as it was included in the 
Director's transmittal of the WTI permit application. For the reasons 
discussed below, I view the document as a public record .... 

The document is included in the term "public. record," as it is a 
"document ... received by or coming under the jurisdiction of any public 
office of the state . . . which serves to document the organization, 
functions, policies, decisions, procedures, operations, or other activities 
of the office." R.C. 149.011. Further, it is my opinion that the release 
of said document is NOT precluded by the provision of R.C. 149.434 nor 
R.C. 3734.435

• 

4Said document should not be considered as a trial preparation nor confidential law enforcement record, as any 
such record would have lost statutory protection when the document was transmitted. 

'The prohibition against release would appear to attach only to the Attorney General and representatives of that 
office. 
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See also WTI, CD .49, Response from the Ohio EPA, through its counsel the Attorney 
General: " ... the Staff will not object to the anticipated release ... [of the Unredacted 
Copy of the Investigative Report of the Attorney General]." 

E. Relevant Criteria 

13. Where a permit modification consists only of a change of ownership, the applicable R. C. 
3734.05(D)(6) criteria are R.C. 3734.05(D)(6)(b), which portions relate to change of 
ownership and financial requirements; R.C. 3734.05(D)(6)(e), which portions relate to 
change of ownership; and R.C. 3734.05(D)(6)(f)6

• In the Matter of Occidental Chemical 
Corporation, Report and Recommendation of the Adjudication Panel, Case No. 91-M-
0078 (Occidental), CD .36 at 39, adopted and approved by the Board's Opinion and 
Final Orders, journalized on June 29, 1993. 

E.l Director's Performance Standards 

14. The Board in the past has and will continue to give deference to the Ohio EPA in the 
interpretation of, and determination of compliance with, the hazardous waste rules; rules 
which are proposed, adopted, supervised and enforced by the agency. Absent a dispute 

'The board shall not approve an application for a hazardous waste facility installation and operation permit 

unless it finds and determines as follows ... 

(b) That the facility complies with the director's biWilllous waste standards adopted pursuant 
to section 3734.12 of the Revised Code. 

* * * 

(e) That the facility will comply with Chapters 3704., 3734., and 6111. of the Revised Code 
and all rules and standards adopted under those chapters. 

* * * 

(f) That if the owner of the facility, the operator of the facility, or any other person in a 
position with the facility from which be may influence the installation and operation of 
the facility bas been involved in any prior activity involving transportation, treatment, 
storage, or disposal of biWilllous waste, that person bas a history of compliance with 
Chapters 3704., 3734., and 6111. of the Revised Code and all rules and standards 
adopted under those chapters, the "Resource Conservation and Recovery Act of 1976," 
90 Stat. 2806, 42 U.S.C.A. 6921, as amended, and all regulations adopted under it, and 
similar laws and rules of other states if any such prior operation was located in another 
state that demonstrates sufficient reliability, expertise, and competency to operate a 

hazardous waste facility under the applicable provisions of Chapters 3704., 3734., and 
6111. of the Revised Code, the applicable rules and standards adopted under those 
chapters, and terms and conditions of a hazardous waste facility installation and operation 
permit, given the potential for barm to the public health and safety and the environment 
that could result from the irresponsible operation of the facility. 
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among the parties or issue raised by the Board, an agency determination of an applicant's 
compliance or ability to comply with a rule will suffice and be the foundation for the 
necessary finding of fact and conclusion of law that the facility "complies with the 
director's hazardous waste standards .... " R.C. 3734.05(D)(6)(b). (See also Occidental 
at 22-23 ); In the Matter of Monsanto Company, Opinion and Final Orders, Case No. 
91-M-0604 (Monsanto), CD .85 at 10. 

15. The facility will comply with the applicable Director's performance standards. 
R.C.3734.05(D)(6)(b). 

E.2 Compliance with Ohio Environmental Chapters and Rules 

16. Enforcement jurisdiction of R.C. Chapters 3704., 3734., and 6111. and all rules and 
standards adopted under those chapters is within the Ohio EPA. R.C. 3704.03; 3704.06; 
3734.05; 3734.10; 3734.13; 6111.03. 

17. Applicant's environmental permits were issued following public comment and an 
opportunity for public participation and were appealable. In such sense, an examination 
of the permit issuing agency's actions by the Board would be an impermissible collateral 
attack on said permitting actions. In the Matter of Waste Technologies, Written Order 
and Final Opinion, Case No. 82-NF-0589, at 57. 

18. The fact that environmental permits have been issued for a facility, though, does not 
relieve the Board of its obligation to examine the environmental impacts of emissions or 
releases in connection with the fmdings and determinations it must make under R.C. 
3734.05(D)(6), including the determination that the facility complies with R.C. Chapters 
3704., 3734., and 6111. and all rules and standards adopted under those chapters. Id. 

19. The Board in the past has and may continue to give deference to the various primary 
permit issuance and enforcement agencies with respect to compliance with the Chapters 
and rules upon which such agencies have permitting and enforcement (compliance 
determination) authority. Absent a dispute among the parties or issue raised by the 
Board, an agency determination of an applicant's compliance or ability to comply with 
such chapters and rules may suffice and be the foundation for the necessary finding of 
fact and conclusion of law that the facility "will comply with Chapters 3704., 3734., and 
6111. of the Revised Code and all rules and standards adopted under those chapters." 

Discussion: See Discussion after Conclusion of Law No. 23. 

20. The facility will comply with the applicable provisions ofR.C. Chapters 3704, 3734, and 
6111 and all applicable rules and standards adopted under these Chapters. R.C. 
3734.05(D)(6)(e). 
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E. 3 History of Compliance 

21. It is established precedent that the compliance history statute must not be interpreted as 
requiring violation free facility operation or intending to automatically disqualify every 
applicant who has paid a penalty or been subject to an enforcement order. (See In the 
Matter of Erieway, Inc., Case No. 87-MR-0387, Report and Recommendation of the 
Adjudication Panel, filed October 31, 1988, at 3.) Rather, what the statute contemplates 
is evidence of acts of compliance (a history of dealing responsibly with environmental 
problems) which, when compared against acts of noncompliance, demonstrates that the 
applicant is sufficiently reliable, expert, and competent to operate the facility under 
applicable provisions of R.C. Chapters 3704., 3734., and 6111., and terms and 
conditions of the modification permit, given the potential for harm to the public health 
and safety and the environment that could result from the irresponsible operation of the 
facility. R.C. 3734.05(D)(6)(f). In other words, the required demonstration is evidence 
sufficient to justify a prediction of future facility management consistent and in 
compliance with the permitting standards and criteria. 

Monsanto at 14. 

22. The decision to take an [enforcement] action, the time frame within which to commence 
such an enforcement action and the authority to determine what events and which 
developments will precipitate such an enforcement action are decisions within the 
discretion of the Director. Miller v. Schregardus (1991), Case No. EBR 132470, 1991 
Ohio ENV LEXIS 9. 

23. The Board in the past has and may continue to give deference to the various primary 
permit issuance and enforcement agencies with respect to the establishment of a record 
of compliance, and deference to the EBIU as a primary investigatory body. 

Discussion: A decision to undertake enforcement of environmental 
violations is within the discretion of the Director. As regards an 
investigation into an applicant's disclosure statement and other relevant 
compliance history information, jurisdiction and statutory authority has 
been granted primarily to the EBIU. While the stated positions of the 
Attorney General and the Director regarding areas of their particular 
expertise and primary jurisdiction are not binding upon the Board, 
appropriate weight may be accorded. 

The examiner recommends Conclusions of Law Nos. 19 and 23 as 
extension of that espoused by the Board in Monsanto. 

24. As all of the violations cited have been remediated and there has been no escalated 
enforcement action on the part of the Ohio EPA, Applicant has demonstrated the 
requisite history of dealing responsibly with environmental matters. 
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25. Applicant, as owner and operator of the facility, and all persons in a position with the 
facility from which they may influence the installation and operation of the facility, have 
a record of compliance with R.C. Chapters 3704, 3734, and 6111 and all rules and 
standards adopted thereunder, the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act and all 
regulations promulgated thereunder, and similar laws and rules of other states, that 
demonstrates sufficient reliability, expertise, and competency to operate a hazardous 
waste facility under the applicable provisions ofR.C. Chapters 3704, 3734, and 6111 and 
the applicable rules and standards adopted under those chapters, given the potential for 
harm to the public health and safety and the environment that could result from the 
irresponsible operation of the facility. R.C. 3734.05(D)(6)(f). 

F. Pennit Tenns and Conditions 

26. If the Board approves an application for a hazardous waste facility installation and 
operation permit [or modification thereof], as. a part of its written order it shall issue the 
permit upon such terms and conditions as the Board fmds are necessary to ensure the 
construction and operation of the hazardous waste facility in accordance with the 
standards of R.C. 3734.05. R.C. 3734.05(D)(6) 

27. After a review and consideration of the record, it is not necessary to issue permit terms 
and conditions in addition to those set forth in the renewal permit to ensure the. 
construction and operation of the facility in accordance with the standards of R.C. 
3734.05. 

G. Entitlement to Pennit 

28. Applicant meets and complies with all applicable prerequisites and requirements for the 
issuance of a hazardous waste facility installation and operation permit modification and 
has met its. burden of proof with respect to adjudication of each and every one of the 
applicable siting criteria set forth at R.C. 3734.05(D)(6). 
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29. Applicant has demonstrated entitlement to the issuance of such permit modification 
pursuant to R.C. Chapter 3734 and the rules and standards adopted thereunder. 

RECOMMENDATION 

There being no disputed issues between the parties, no necessary permit terms and conditions 
to be imposed, and no further participation by staff required, unless so directed by the Board, 
the examiner respectfully recommends that the Board meet to approve and adopt the 
recommended herein Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law, and issue a written opinion and 
final order granting the permit modification. 

Respectfully submitted, 
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NOTES TO THE FILE: 

On December 14, 1998, I talked to Mike Beedle of enforcement about the enforcement case EPA 
has against WCI and how my recent discussions with OEPA about folding over impoundments 
under closure to corrective action may impact the enforcement negotiations. Mike did not think 
that folding over the impoundments (5, 6, and 6a) would hamper the enforcement case, but he 
thought that our answer to OEP A should be thar we would consider it as an option. I told Mike 
we will be on a conference call this Wednesday and need to have our answer by then. We can 
not postpone our decision till some time in the future. I also indicated that I did not want to get 
involved with the above impoundments if DOJ doesn't want us to. He said he would find out 
what they think and get back tome. 

End of conversation 

Daniel Patulski 

II ;y;yrt 





WCI~TEE! 
September 15, 1994 

Mr. Ermelindo Gomes 
Ohio EPA 
Northeast District Office 
2110 East Aurora Road 
Twinsburg, Ohio 44087 

Mr. Mark Horwitz (HSC-91) 
U.S. EPA, Region V 
77 w. Jackson st. 
Chicago, Illinois 60604-3590 

Chief Ralph Jones 
Warren Township Fire Department 
4750 w. Market St. 
Leavittsburgh, Ohio 44485 

Ohio EPA 
Emergency Response 
P.O. Box 1049 
Columbus, Ohio 43266 

~@~UW~~ 
SEP 2 I' 1994 

COMPLIANCE SECTION 

Trumbull County Emergency 
Response 
160 High St. 
Warren, Ohio 44481 

Chief George Brown 
~owland Fire Department 
169 Niles-Cortland Rd. 
Warren, Ohio 44484 

WCI Steel, Inc. Unauthorized Discharge of 
an Oil Sheen on September 13, 1994 

Dear sirs: 

The attachment is the notification and description of an 
unauthorized discharge at WCI on September 13, 1994. A call was 
received from the Security Department that a possible light oil 
sheen was observed along the east side of the Mahoning River from 
our hot metal bridge at about 5:30 PM. Upon arriving at 6:10.PM, 
it was confirmed to be an oil sheen and the source was found to be 
outfall #007. 

The turn foreman from the Rolling and Finishing Department, where 
outfall #007 waters originated, was located and began looking for 
the source of the oil sheen. The five agencies which we are 
required to notify were notified and when this was completed at 
7: 10 PM, I proceeded to the storeroom and obtained an oil boom 
absorbent. 

Security met me with Warren Township Fire Chief Jones at 7:20 PM 
and we returned to the site. A local vacuum truck operator was 
called to.disp:atch a truck to man the boom and remove any oil 
accumulated. It was getting dark so electrical maintenance was 
called and ran lights down the bank to outfall #007 by 8:15 PM and 
the boom was installed by 8:30PM.· The vacuum truck arrived a few 
minutes after 9:00 PM and stayed at the boom until all oil ceased 
coming from outfall #007 at 1:00AM on September 14, 1994. 

Rolling and Finishing found a leaking heat exchanger in the Morgoil 
System at 9:00 PM and immediately shut down the water to the heat 

WCI Steel, Incorporated 

1040 Pine Avenue, SE 

Warren, OH 44483-6528 

(216) 841·8000 

007775 



Unauthorized Discharge 
September 15, 1994 
Page 2 

exchanger. The heat exchanger was rebuilt during midnight turn and 
placed back in service. The oil appeared at outfall #007 again and 
the water to the heat exchanger was again shut down and will be 
left off until a new heat exchanger can be obtained. 

The vacuum truck was dispatched to the outfall again to clean up 
any oil resulting from the trial repair and was kept there until 
all oil ceased. A second absorbent oil boom was placed at the 
outfall to polish all oil sheen from the discharged water. 

If you have any questions, please call me at 216/841-8200. 

ely, ~ 

Thomas 0. Shepker 
Manager 
Environmental Control 

TOS:yt 

Attachment 

cc: Murry Lantner 

ud9-1394.let 



Ut',iAUT:-1 DISCH NO.: 1994-04 DATE: 09/13/94 Ei'{: T. 0. SHEF't<EF\ -----------------------------------------------------------------------------
1. DATE OF DISC~iARGE 09/13/94 T I ~iE. 1 b : 1 0 F:· :-.i 

'' 

2. SF'ILL REF'ORTED BY T.O.SHEF'VER T I i"!E .2 9 ; 00 F';vj 

3. MATERIAL SPILLED OIL SHEEN ·- MORG01L 

4. LOCATICJN OF SPILL OUTFP1LL .f.J:007 

5. WATERWAY AFFECTED OUTFALL NO. : 007 

6. DISCHARGE QUANTITY LESS THAN 1Cl0 GALL.ONS.ESTI~IATED 20 TO 50 GALL.ONS 

7. AGENCY NOTIFICATIONS 

OE~PA EMER RESPONSE DATE 
(BOCl-282-9378) TIME 

D!::F'i~ CONTACT 
DEf"P, ID 1~0. 

NAT. RESP. CENTER DATE 
1800-424-8802) TIME 

NCR PERSON CONTACTED 
r·ICR I D NCJ. 

OEPA REGIONAL OFFICE DATE 
(216--425--9171) ·riME 

CJEF'A PERSON CONTACTED 

TRUMBULL CO EMA/LEPC DATE 
(216-675-2666) TIME 

COUNTY PERSON CONTACTED 

0'7'/13/94 
06~ :=JJ. F'l"'l 
A~1Y AXCJr.J 
9 1=\.09-78-.ii·l (lt) 

07'/13/94 
(:)~3'7 Pi•! 
L.T .. DIF~Ei?'~ 

~~6~)4 J. s· 

09/13/94 

DENNY 

HOWL.AND FIRE DEPT~ 
F'HONE~!A I L 
7:05 F'i'i 
856-5022 

WARF~EN TDWNS~iiP FIRE DPT 
F·HONE i1A I L_ 

7:00 F'~1 

8"78--20 ... 11 
8. EFFECTS 0~1 HUMAN HEALTH OR ENV. 

9. CAUSE OF INCIDENT 
8f~OkEN HEAT EXCHANGER IN THE TANDEM ~!ILL MORGOIL SYSTEM. 

1.0. CONTAINMENT/CLEANLJF· INITIATED 08!00 F'M 09/13/94 

COl"'IPL.ETED 01~0() AM 09/14/94 

11. CORRECTIVE ACTION TAKEN 
AN OIL BOOM WAS PLACED ACROSS OUTFALL #007 TO CONTAIN THE OIL. THE BROKEN 
HEAT EXCHANGER IN THE TANDEM :~ILL MORGDIL SYSTEM WAS !_OCATED AND THE 
SYSTEM WAS IMMEDIATELY SHUT DOWN. THE ~iEAT EXC~~ANGER WILL BE REPLACED 
BEFORE BE:ENG PLACED BACK IN OPERATION. THE OIL BOOM WAS MANNED BY A 
VACULJM TRUCk CREW UNTIL THE OIL CEASED COMING FROM THE OUTFALL. A SECOND 
OIL BOOM WAS PLACED BE~iiND THE FIRST TO POLISH ANY SHEEN FROM THE WATER 
SURFACE. THE BOO~IS WILL BE LEFT IN PLACE FOR SEVERAL DAYS IN CASE ANY OIL 
l"RAPPED I~i THE OUTFALL PIPING CO~!ES FREE. 

12. DATE LETTER SENT TO AGENCY 09/15/94 

.; 7 

.~ ._, . DATE LETTER REC'D FROM AGENCY 
007777' 





State of Ohio Environmental Protection Agency 

0 .0. Box 1049, 1800 WaterMark Dr. 
;olumbus, Ohio 43266-0i49 

(614) 644-3020 
FAX (614) 644-2329 

June 2, 1994 

Murray Lantner 
US Environmental Protection Agency 
77 West Jackson Boulevard 
Chicago IL 60604-3590 

Dear Mr. Lantner, 

George V. Voinovich 
Governor 

Enclosed, please find copies of the information you requested from the Ohio EPA, Emergency 
Response Unit, along with a copy of your letter. I apologize for the delay in processing your request, 
However we currently have a large backlog of requests to fulfill. All request for spill related information 
have been logged and are being processed on a first come first serve basis. 

At this time the Emergency Remedial Response Division is reviewing and revising the cost 
recovery section that includes rates for hard copy as well as electronic copies of data. As soon 
as the policy and procedures are implemented , I will notifY you with a copy ofthe standard charges. 

Until this implementation takes place, there will be no charges. 

Please be advised that all requests should be directed to: 

Cindy Lewis, Records Management Officer 
Ohio EPA, Emergency Response Unit 
P.O. Box 163669 
Columbus, OH 43216-3669 

If you have any questions regarding this situation, please feel free to contact me at (614) 644-2084. 

Sincerely, 

~~~ 
Cindy Lewis 

cc: Jan Carlson, Acting Chief, Derr 
Pat Campbell, Fiscal Officer, Derr 
Kevin Clouse, Manager, ERSIS 
Tim Hickin, Supervisor, ER 

® Printed on recycled paper 

EPA 1613 (1191) 



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
REGION 5 

77 WEST JACKSON BOULEVARD 
CHICAGO. IL 60604-3590 

REPLY TO THE ATIENTION OF 

Tim Hickin, OEPA Emergency Response 
1800 Watermark Drive 
P.O. Box 1049, Columbus, Ohio 
43266-0149 

Subject: Request for Spill Report at LTV, Warren Ohio Coke Plant 
on December 17, 1993 

Dear Mr. Hickin: 

' 

',) ·-: .. 

I am interested in obtaining a spill report and any other correspondence, if they exist, for a 
spill/sheen which was observed during an inspection at the LTV, Warren Ohio Coke Plant 
(Mahoning river). The address of the plant is LTV Steel Company, Warren Works Coke 
Plant, 2344 Main Avenue, SW, Warren Ohio 44482. 
The NPDES Permit No. for this facility is OH0011274 

If you have any question feel free to call (312) 886-2307 

See the attached business card for FAX # or mailing address 

p, r fit-f'< Lei Ac "/1"-' ... r ru . ., 
< r f' • r r,), 1~ 

Sincerely, 

/~ 
Murray Lautner 

007689 

@ Printed on Recycled Paper 



Short Listing 

Spill Number: 9001-78-0228 

County: 

Twp/City: 

Reported: 

AreaAff: 

Waterway: 

TRUMBULL 

WARREN 

01/17/90 II: 55 

Air 

Size/Priority: Small 

Material Spilled 

BENZENE 

Spill Number: 9001-78-0409 

County: TRUMBULL 

Twp/City: WARREN 

Reported: 01/30/90 08:17 

AreaAff: Air 

Waterway: 

Size/Priority: Large /3 

Material Spilled 

BENZENE 
COKE OVEN GAS 
*LETTER FROM CO ATTACHED 

Spill Number: 9002-78-0898 

County: 

Twp/City: 

Reported: 

AreaAff: 

Waterway: 

TRUMBULL 

WARREN 
02/19/90 08: 11 

Air 

Size/Priority: Small/ 4 

Material Spilled 

BENZENE 
LETTER ATTACHED 

OEP A Emergency Response Online System 
Releases for Jan 90 thru Dec 93 

Entity: LTV STEEL 

Address: 2234 MAIN AVE 

WARREN, OH 44482 

Source: 

Cause: 

Fixed facility I Industry 

Machinery (things that stay put) 

Equipment failure 

Location: 

Amount Spilled Recovered Units 

17 10 LB 

Entity: LTV STEEL 

Address: 2234 MAIN AVE 

44482 

Source: Fixed facility I Industry 

Other 

Cause: Equipment failure 

Location: 

Amount Spilled Recovered 

Entity: 

Address: 

Source: 

104 0 
60,000 0 

LTV STEEL 

Fixed facility I Industry 

Lagoon 

Cause: Process malfunction 

Location: 

Amount Spilled Recovered 

007690 

Units 

LBS 
UNK 

Units 

UNK 

Page 1 

Size Type 

S . A 

Size Type 

L A 
L A 

Size Type 

s A 

Run 06/03/94 



Short Listing 

Spill Number: 9002-78-1005 
County: 
Twp/City: 

Reported: 
Area Aff: 

Waterway: 

TRUMBULL 
WARREN 

02/26/90 11 :35 

Air 

Size/Priority: Unknown I 3 

Material Spilled 

BENZENE 

Spill Number: 9004-78-2030 

County: TRUMBULL 
Twp/City: WARREN 

Reported: 04/25/90 17:50 

AreaAff: Land 
· Waterway: 

Size/Priority: Unknown I 3 

Material Spilled 

OIL 
DRUMS 

Spill Number: 9004-78-2075 

County: 
· Twp/City: 

TRUMBULL 

WARREN 

Reported: 04/28/90 13:15 
Area Aff: Snrface Water 

Waterway: MAHONING RIVER 

Size/Priority: Unknown I 3 

Material Spilled 

WASTE WATER 

Spill Number: 9005-78-2125 

County: TRUMBULL 

Twp/City: WARREN 

Reported: 05/01/90 08:25 

AreaAff: Air 

Waterway: 
Size/Priority: Small/3 

Material Spilled 

BENZENE 

OEP A Emergency Response Online System 
Releases for Jan 90 thru Dec 93 

Entity: LTV STEEL 

Address: 2234. MAIN 
WARREN, OH 44482 

Source: 

Cause: 

Fixed facility I Industry 

Other 

Valve failure 
Location: 2234 MAIN 

Amount Spilled Recovered Units 

Entity: WARREN 

Address: 

Source: Fixed facility I Government 
Waste system 

Cause: Dumping I disposal 
Location: SEE ATTACHED REPORT 

Amount Spilled Recovered 

Entity: LTV STEEL 
Address: 2234 MAIN AVE 

WARREN, OR 
Source: Fixed facility I Industry 

Waste system 
Cause: Permit violation 

Location: SAME AS ABOVE 

UNK 

Units 

UNK 
UNK 

Amount Spilled Recovered Units 

UNK 

Entity: LTV STEEL 

Address: 2234 MAIN AVE. 

WARREN, OH44482 

Source: Fixed facility /Industry 

Other 

Cause: Process malfunction 

Location: 2234 MAIN AVE. 

Amount Spilled Recovered Units 

20 0 LBS 

007691 

Page 2 

Size Type 

u 

Size 

u 
u 

c 

Type 

H 
0 

Size Type 

u ww 

Size Type 

s c 

Run 06/03/94 



Short Listing OEP A Emergency Response Online System 
Releases for Jan 90 thru Dec 93 

Spill Number: 9005-78-2243 

County: TRUMBULL 
Twp/City: WARREN 
Reported: 05/07/90 08: 15 
AreaAff: Air 
Waterway: 
Size/Priority: Small I 3 

Material Spilled 

BENZENE 
s 

Spill Number: 9006-78-3152 
County: 
Twp/City: 
Reported: 
AreaAff: 
Waterway: 

TRUMBULL 
WARREN 
06/24/90 I 0 :40 
Air 

Size/Priority: Small I 4 

Material Spilled 

BENZENE 

Spill Number: 9006-78-3161 
County: TRUMBULL 
Twp/City: WARREN 
Reported: 06/25/90 08:25 
AreaAff: Air 
Waterway: 
Size/Priority: Small I 3 

Material Spilled 

BENZENE 

Spill Number: 9006-78-3222 

County: 
Twp/City: 
Reported: 
AreaAff: 
Waterway: 

TRUMBULL 
WARREN 
06/28/90 14:00 
Surface Water 
MAHONING RIVER 

Size/Priority: Medium I 3 

Material Spilled 

WASTE WATER 

. 

Entity: LTV STEEL 

Address: 2234 MAIN AVE. 
WARREN, OH 44482 

Source: Fixed facility I Industry 
Reacting vessel 

Cause: Valve failure 
Location: 2234 MAIN AVE. 

Amount Spilled Recovered Units 

42 0 

Entity: LTV STEEL 
Address: 2234 MAJN ST 

WARREN, OH 44482 

Source: 

Cause: 
Location: 

Fixed facility I Industry 
Other 
Process malfunction 

LBS 

Amount Spilled Recovered Units 

UNK 

Entity: LTV STEEL 
Address: 2234 MAINE AVE. 

WARREN, OH 44482 
Source: Fixed facility I Industry 

Other 
Cause: Permit violation 
Location: MAIN 

Amount Spilled Recovered Units 

78 0 LBS 

Entity: LTV STEEL 

Address: 

Source: Fixed facility I Industry 
Waste system 

Cause: Overflow 
Location: 2234 MAIN AVE. 

Amount Spilled Recovered Units 

500 a GAL 

007692 

Page 3 

Size Type 

c 

Size Type 

S A 

Size Type 

s c 

Size Type 

M ww 

Run 06/03/94 

. 



Short Listing OEP A Emergency Response Online System 
Releases for Jan 90 thru Dec 93 

Spill Number: 9008-78-4137 

County: TRUMBULL 
Twp/City: WARREN 
Reported: 08/24/90 08:55 

Area Aff: Air 

Waterway: 
Size/Priority: Small/ 3 

Material Spilled 

BENZENE 
AMMONIA 

Spill Number: 9009-78--4614 

County: 
Twp/City: 

Reported: 
AreaAff: 
Waterway: 

TRUMBULL 
WARREN 
09/26/90 15:23 
Surface Water 
MAHONING RIVER 

Size/Priority: Unknown I 3 

Material Spilled 

OIL 

Spill Number: 9011-78-5167 

County: 
Twp/City: 
Reported: 
AreaAff: 

TRUMBULL 
WARREN 
ll/02/90 08:25 
Surface Water 

Waterway: MAHONING RIVER 
Size/Priority: Small/ 3 

Material Spilled 

ABSORBENT OIL 

Spill Number: 9012-78-5534 

County: 
Twp/City: 
Reported: 
AreaAff: 
Waterway: 

TRUMBULL 

WARREN 
12/03/90 11:27 
Surface Water 
MAHONING RIVER TRIB 

Size/Priority: Unknown I 3 

Material Spilled 

UNK HYDROCARBON 

Entity: LTV STEEL 
Address: 2234 MAIN AVE 

WARREN, OH44482 
Source: Fixed facility I Industry 

Machinery (things that stay put) 
Cause: Seam failure 
Location: 2234 MAIN AVE 

Amount Spilled 

300 
100 

Recovered 

0 
0 

Units 

LBS 
LBS 

Entity: WARREN CONSOLIDATED 
Address: l 040 PINE AVE, 

WARREN, OH 44483 
Source: Fixed facility I Business 

Other 
Cause: Unknown 
Location: l 040 PINE A VK 

Amount Spilled Recovered Units 

Entity: LTV STEEL 
Address: 2234 MAIN AVE, 

WARREN, OH 44481 

UNK 

Source: Fixed facility I Industry 
Machinery (things that stay put) 

Cause: Valve failure 
Location: 

Amount Spilled Recovered 

100 0 

Entity: LTV STEEL 
Address: 2234 

WARREN, OH 44482 
Source: Fixed facility I Industry 

K -culvert, manhole, or outfall 
Cause: Dumping I disposal 
Location: 2234 MAIN AVE. 

Units 

GAL 

Amount Spilled Recovered Units 

UNK 

Page 4 

Size Type 

s c 
s c 

Size Type 

u H 

Size Type 

3 PC 

Size Type 

u H 

Run 06/03/94 



Short Listing 

Spill Number: 
County: 

TwpiCity: 

Reported: 
AreaAff: 

9012-78-5744 

TRUMBULL 
WARREN 
12118190 23:45 

Surface Water 

OEP A Emergency Response Online System 
Releases for Jan 90 thru Dec 93 

Entity: LTV STEEL 
Address: 2234 MAIN AVE. 

WARREN,OH44481 
Source: Fixed facility I Industry 

K-culvert, manhole, or outfall 
Waterway: MAHONING RIVER Cause: Overflow 
Size/Priority: Small/ 4 

Material Spilled 

DIRECT COOLING WATER 

Spill Number: 9101-78-0242 

County: TRUMBULL 
TwpiCity: WARREN 
Reported: 01124191 14:40 
Area Aff: Surface Water 
Waterway: MAHONING RIVER 
Size/Priority: Small I 3 

Material Spilled 

LUBE OIL 

Spill Number: 9102-78-0324 

County: TRUMBULL 
TwpiCity: WARREN 
Reported: 02101/91 
AreaAff: Other 
Waterway: 
Size/Priority: Large I 2 

Material Spilled 

DRUMS 
L 

13:05 

Spill Number: 9105-78-1650 

County: TRUMBULL 
TwpiCity: WARREN 
Reported: 05107191 16:30 
AreaAff: Air 
Waterway: 
Size/Priority: 

Material Spilled 

WASTE STUFF 

Location: 2234 MAIN AVE. 

Amount Spilled Recovered Units 

300 0 GAL 

Entity: WARREN CONSOLIDATED IND 
Address: I 040 PINE AVE SE 

WARREN,OH 
Source: Fixed facility I Industry 

K-culvert, manhole, or outfall 
Cause: Discharge 
Location: 1040 PINE AVE SE 

Amount Spilled Recovered Units 

30 0 GAL 

Entity: WARREN SCRAP YARD 

Address: 326 SOUTH MAIN ST. 
WARREN,OH 

Source: Fixed facility I Abandoned site 
Building 

Cause: Dumping I disposal 
Location: MAIN ST. WST S. OF SOUTH ST. 

Amount Spilled Recovered Units 

UNK 

Entity: WARREN CONSOLIDATED IND 

Address: 

Source: Fixed facility I Industry 
Stack release -Air 

Cause: Discharge 
Location: PINE STREET 

Amount Spilled Recovered 

007694 

Units 

UNK 

Page 5 

Size Type 

s w 

Size Type 

s H 

Size Type 

0 

Size Type 

Run 06103194 



f Short Listing OEP A Emergency Response Online System 
Releases for Jan 90 thru Dec 93 

Spill Number: 9106-78-2130 

County: TRUMBULL 
Twp/City: WARREN 

Reported: 06/02/91 09:10 

AreaAff: Land I Surface Water 
Waterway: STORM SEWER 
Size/Priority: Unknown /3 

Material Spilled 

TAR 

Spill Number: 9107-78-2805 

County: 
Twp/City: 
Reported: 
AreaAff: 
Waterway: 

TRUMBULL 
WARREN 
07/10/91 15:51 

Surface Water 
MOSQUITO CREEK TRIB 

Size/Priority: Large /2 

Material Spilled 

POTASSIUM PERMANGANATE 

Spill Number: 
County: 
Twp/City: 
Reported: 
AreaAff: 

9107-78-3075 

TRUMBULL 
WARREN 
07/26/91 07:16 
Surface Water 

Waterway: DITCH-MAHONING RIVER TRJB 

Size/Priority: Medium /2 

Material Spilled 

CRUDE COAL TAR 

Spill Number: 9108-78-3362 

County: 
Twp/City: 

TRUMBULL 
WARREN 

Reported: 08/11/91 I 1:00 

Area Aff: Surface Water 

Waterway: MAHONING RIVER TRIB 
Size/Priority: Large I 4 

Material Spilled 

ACID WASTEWATER 
AMMONIUM CHLORIDE 
*OTHER EHS CHEMICALS 
*NRC# 83324 

Entity: LTV STEEL 
Address: 2234 MAIN 

Source: Fixed facility I Industry 
Other 

Cause: 

Location: 2234 MAIN 

Amount Spilled Recovered 

110 0 

Entity: WARREN WATER PLANT 
Address: 

Source: Fixed facility I Public 
Other 

Cause: Discharge 

Location: RT 5 

Units 

GAL 

Amount Spilled Recovered Units 

Entity: LTV STEEL 

Address: 

Source: Transportation I Truck 
Tanker 

Cause: . Overfill 

Location: 2234 MAIN AVE 

UNK 

Amount Spilled Recovered Units 

200 0 GAL 

Entity: LTV STEEL CO I COKE PLANT 

Address: 2234 MAIN AVE SW 
WARREN, OH44482 

Source: Fixed facility /Industry 

K -culvert, manhole, or outfall 

Cause: Discharge 
Location: 2234 MAIN AVE SW 

Amount Spilled Recovered Units 

109,000 107,000 GAL 
UNK 

007695 

Page ·-·~ 

Size Type 

s .H 

Size Type 

L c 

Size Type 

Size Type 

L we 
u we 

·' 
Run 06/03/94 

I 
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May 5, 1994 

Y-4M- (2tti) 1119-8500 

y~ (2tti) 1119-818{) 

g.;..d !£u./o I'~ 

(216) 479-8663 

Sheri L. Bianchin, HRE-BJ 
United States Environmental Protection Agency 
77 West Jackson Boulevard 
Chicago, Illinois 60604 

Re: Supplement to Information Request Response 
WCI Steel, Inc., Warren, Ohio OHD 060 409 521 

Dear Ms. Bianchin: 

I have enclosed the original certification of James V. 
Stack and the notarized acknowledgement to replace the facimile 
versions which were included with the information request response 
dated May 4, 1994. Again, if you have any questions concerning the 
information request response or other matters involving the WCI 
Steel facility, please contact me directly. 

Sincerely, 

~c~ 
Philip C. Schillawski 

Enclosures 

[M ~ ~ f~WE(ID 
. j ,; 1954 

oF;:-iCE OF RCR.t\: 
WASTE MANAGEMENl: Dl\tiSI:l:-1 

EPA. REGION 'l 





May 4, 1994 

Sheri L. Bianchin, HRE-SJ 
United States Environmental Protection Agency 

77 West Jackson Boulevard 

Chicago, Illinois 60604 

Y-4M- (.!f6) 1/1!!-.J.fOO 

.Y~ (216) 111!l-81<io 

!7u..a !7«./. ~~ 

(216) 479-8663 

Re: WCI Steel, Inc., Warren, Ohio OHD 060 409 521 

Dear Ms. Bianchin: 

As counsel for WCI Steel, Inc., I am writing to respond 

to William E. Muno' s letter to James Stack dated April 1, 1994, 

which was received by WCI Steel on April 7, 1994. In order to 

investigate more fully the information requests in U.S. EPA's 

letter, WCI Steel requested, and U.S. EPA granted, an extension 

until May 5, 1994 to respond. We appreciate the Agency's 

cooperation in granting this request. 

Some of the information requests were confusing and 

extremely and unfairly broad. As such, WCI Steel objects to the 

requests as overly broad, arbitrary and capricious, an abuse of 

discretion, and/or otherwise not in accordance with law. 

Nevertheless, WCI Steel is voluntarily providing the information 

and documents supplied with this letter and made available for 

agency review and copying, without any admission of liability or 

waiver of objection. Furthermore, provision of documents for 

agency review and copying in response to these requests is not a 

waiver by WCI Steel of any potential objection to admissibility of 

such documents and is not an admission by WCI Steel of the 

authenticity or accuracy of any document. 

WCI Steel objects to the information request to the 

extent it requests information beyond U.S. EPA's statutory 

authority to request information. WCI Steel further objects to 

U.S. EPA's inclusion of the company's attorneys in the agency's 

information request, to the extent that it seeks to obtain 

information which may be protected by the attorney-client privilege 

or the work product doctrine, or prepared for trial or in 



Sheri L. Bianchin 
May 4, 1994 
WCI Steel, Inc. Page 2 

anticipation of litigation. In the event that, due to the large 
volume of materials examined within the time-frame imposed by U.S. 
EPA, any privileged documents are inadvertently provided to u.s. 
EPA as part of this response, WCI Steel does not waive its right to 
assert a privilege in the future. 

WCI Steel particularly objects to U.S. EPA's information 
request to the extent that it purports to require WCI Steel to 
respond on the basis not only of all information and documents in 
its control, but also on the basis of all information and documents 
in the possession, custody or control of the company's former 
employees, agents, servants, and contractors. As a general rule of 
law, a company is required to research and provide only information 
and documents in its own control, possession or custody. Despite 
claims that the agency may assert regarding CERCLA or RCRA, that 
limitation has not been abandonded. WCI Steel, solely in voluntary 
cooperation_ with the agency's attempt to obtain relevant 
information, has interviewed and is providing information obtained 
from certain former employees and contractors, without waiver of 
objection. 

WCI Steel also specifically objects to U.S. EPA's 
instruction that original or duplicate copies of all documents 
responsive to the information request be turned over to U.S. EPA. 
RCRA Sec. 3007.(a) requires only that WCI Steel permit U.S. EPA 
representatives "to have access to, and to copy" such documents. 
CERCLA Sec. 104 (e) (2) provides that WCI Steel may choose to give 
U.S. EPA representatives access "at reasonable times" to "inspect 
and copy" such documents. WCI Steel has segregated at its offices 
the approximately 24 cubic feet of documents which are responsive 
to U.S. EPA's information request, and the agency's representatives 
may arrange a reasonable time to inspect and arrange for copying of 
these documents (at the agency's cost) by contacting the 
undersigned. 

Pursuant to 40 C.F.R. Part 2, WCI Steel hereby asserts a 
business confidentiality claim for all those documents enclosed 
with this response which are stamped "Confidential." WCI Steel 
also requests that these documents be treated as confidential 
pursuant to 18 U.S.C. Sec. 1905, 42 U.S.C. Sec. 9604 and any other 
statute or regulation entitling such documents to protection from 
disclosure. 

This response is based upon a diligent review of WCI 
Steel's files kept in the ordinary course of business, of the 
partial and incomplete files of previous Facility owners Republic 
Steel Corporation and LTV Steel Corporation in the control of WCI 
Steel and interviews with current employees and certain contractors 
and former employees who are knowledgeable about the areas 
addressed in the information requests. 



Sheri L. Bianchin 
May 4, 1994 
WCI Steel, Inc. Page 3 

I object to U.S. EPA's vague and inaccurate reference to 

to 18 U.S.C. Sec. 1001, which clearly is intended to have a 

coercfve effect on non-lawyers. As U.S. EPA knows, 18 U.S.C. Sec. 

1001 applies only to knowing and willful falsification or 

concealment, and is not applicable to all circumstances where U.S. 

EPA claims that information is false or inaccurate. 

Although WCI Steel is submitting the names of current and 

certain former employees, WCI Steel would like to remind U.S. EPA 

that WCI Steel is currently represented in this matter by Squire, 

Sanders & Dempsey, and in particular Philip C. Schillawski and Van 

Carson. All contact with WCI Steel and its employees should be 

initiated through counsel, unless otherwise approved by counsel. 

Counsel can be reached at the following address: 

Squire, Sanders & Dempsey 
4900 Society Center 
127 Public Square 
Cleveland, Ohio 44114-1304 
Van Carson -- (216) 479-8559 
Philip C. Schillawski -- (216) 479-8663 

Subject to, and without waiver of, the above objections 

and any request-specific objections noted below, WCI Steel submits 

the attached in response to the specific questions expressed in the 

letter dated April 1, 1994. If you have any questions concerning 

this response or other matters involving the WCI Steel facility, 

please contact me directly. 

Attachment 
Enclosures 

Sincerely, 

~C.£~ 
Philip C. Schillawski 



WCI Steel, Inc. 
Attachment 
May 4, 1994 

RESPONSE TO INFORMATION REQUESTS 

III.l. This response was prepared by counsel on behalf of WCI 
steel, in consultation with Thomas Shepker, WCI Steel's Manager, 
Environmental Control, as well as other individuals. To further 
identify all persons consulted in preparation of this response, 
however inconsequential the nature of the consultation, would be 
clearly excessive and beyond the permissible scope of CERCLA 
section 104(e) and RCRA Section 3007. WCI Steel has examined a 
large amount of potentially relevant sources of information to 
formulate an appropriate response, not all of which provided 
relevant or responsive information. 

WCI Steel objects to this and other information requests 
to the ext~nt they seek disclosure of any individual's address. 
wcr Steel is represented by counsel in this matter, and any 
communications to individuals currently or previously employed by 
WCI Steel should be through appropriate channels. Without waiving 
any of the foregoing objections, the following individuals provided 
information used to formulate this response: 

Paul santuzzi, WCI Steel 
Ray Zeuner, WCI Steel 
A.W. Pinkerton, WCI Steel 
Thomas Shepker, WCI Steel 
Richard Gradishar, WCI Steel 
Keith McLaughlin, WCI Steel 
Robert Mccoy, WCI Steel 
Dexter Senek, WCI Steel 
Rick Palumbo, WCI Steel 
Duane Heflin, WCI Steel 
William Beineke, WCI Steel 
Dick Szymanski, WCI Steel 
Duane Lanham, WCI Steel 
Charles Brekoski, WCI Steel 
William Riedel, WCI Steel 
Jake Reis, WCI Steel 
Herman Showalter, WCI Steel 
Thomas Kachur, former WCI Steel 
John Reed, former WCI Steel 
David Calderwood, former WCI Steel 
Gregg Schafer, Shafer Industrial Services 
John Furrie, Duke's Sanitary Services 
David Bianco, Multi-Pressure Services 
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Bob Brackle, Multi-Pressure Services 
Chuck Crank, Valley Systems 

III. 2. WCI Steel objects to this request because the 

identification of every document paged through or examined in the 

process of WCI Steel's diligent file search to determine which 

documents were responsive to the information requests would require 

the identification of thousands of irrelevant and non-responsive 

documents and is clearly over broad and burdensome. WCI Steel has 

either provided with this response, or has segregated and made 

available for agency review and copying, all non-privileged 

documents identified in its file review which are responsive to the 

information requests. 

III.3. Files and/or documents in WCI Steel's control which 

date from the period of the ownership of the Facility by Republic 

Steel Corporation and LTV Steel Corporation are generally 

incomplete. It is possible that LTV Steel Corporation may have 

additional or complete documents in files within its control. 

IV.1. See enclosed prospectus. 

IV.2. See enclosed documents identified to this request and 

to IV. 3. b. 

IV.3.a. See enclosed document. 

IV.3.b. WCI Steel objects to U.S. EPA's request for Internal 

Revenue Service documents. The information request states that 

financial information is requested only: 

to evaluate the ability of persons associated 
with the Facility to fund financial 

instruments to assure the Facility's 
compliance with the financial responsibility 
requirements of RCRA, to perform closurefpost 
closure care of the Facility, and to pay any 
penalties which may be imposed. 

financial responsibility requirements of RCRA and closure/post 

closure care are related solely to RCRA, and, as CERCLA does not 

provide for any imposition of penalties, the penalties referred to 

must relate solely to RCRA also. Under U.s. v. Charles George 

Trucking Company. Inc., 624 F. supp. 1185, 1188 (D. Mass. 1986), 

RCRA Section 3007 does not provide authority for u.s. EPA to 
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request information regarding finances. Solely as an accomodation 
to the agency, and without waiver of any objection, WCI Steel is 
furnishing the audited financial statements and other financial 
information enclosed herewith. WCI Steel claims business 
confidentiality protection under 40 C.F.R. Part 2 and any other 
applicable regulation or statute for all such information in any 
document stamped "Confidential." 

IV.3.c. See objection and response to IV.3.b. The officers 
of WCI Steel are responsible for the assets and liabilities of the 
company. 

IV. 3. d. WCI Steel objects to the request for minutes of 
corporate board meetings as overly broad and burdensome and beyond 
the scope of the agency's statutory authority for RCRA information 
requests. See objection and response to IV.3.b. 

IV.4. Not applicable. 

IV.5. Not applicable. 

IV.6. See objection to IV.3.b. 

IV. 7. See objection and response to IV. 3. b. and enclosed 
documents identified to this item. 

IV.B. See enclosed documents identified to this item. 

IV.9. None. WCI steel utilizes the financial test to satisfy 
this requirement. 

IV.lO. See response to IV.9. 

IV.ll. Responsive documents containing this information have 
been segregated for the agency's review and copying. 

IV.l2. Responsive documents containing this information have 
been segregated for the agency's review and copying. 

V.l. Responsive documents containing this information have 
been segregated for the agency's review and copying. 

V.2. None. 
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V.3. Responsive documents containing this information have 

been segregated for the agency's review and copying. 

V.4. Responsive documents containing this information have 

been segregated for the agency's review and copying. 

VI.1. Responsive documents containing this information have 

been segregated for the agency's review and copying. The primary 

purpose of the pond system is to serve as an equalization basin for 

volume and chemistry for wastewater, with No. 5 pond used in series 

with No. 6 pond. No. 5 pond is used for primary free oil 

separation from the wastewater and No. 6 pond is used as a final 

free oil separation facility. Both ponds also collect storm water 

from the entire finishing mill area. The actual starting date for 

operation of the pond system is unknown. No. 6 pond was in use 

around 1942, and it is probable that No. 5 pond was also in use at 

this time. DWG 112643 depicts the 5 and 6 pond system. See VI.3. 

for a description of the purpose of No. 6A pond. 

VI.2. WCI Steel has no knowledge of any listed, ignitable or 

toxic hazardous waste discharge to the pond system. A tank holding 

dilute chromic acid solution used for surface treatment of steel 

strip at the galvanizing line was possibly (based on hearsay) 

dumped into the galvanizing line sewer prior to July 29, 1985, but 

this solution would have been greatly impacted by other wastewaters 

discharged into the sewer system before the wastewaters reached the 

pond system. No EP toxicity data on the actual discharge to the 

pond system exists. Presently, minor overflows of solution from 

this tank may occasionally be discharged to the galvanizing line 

sewer. 

WCI steel has no pH data on the actual influent to the pond 

system during representative or usual operation. Data reflecting 

pH of non-representative grab samples taken from the bosh box prior 

to entry of wastewater into the pond on three days in 1993 are 

contained in the Killam report identified to VI. 4., but these 

samples were taken during an experiment in which the usual lime 

addition to the pickler sump had been halted. Data reflecting pH 

of influent wastewater to the Central wastewater Treatment Plant 

from the ponds is contained in manual and computer operating logs 

from the Central Wastewater Treatment Plant identified to VI.5., 

but this data is of questionable accuracy. The Central Wastewater 

Treatment Plant monitors pH of the influent from the ponds only to 

obtain a qualitative indication of trends. The influent wastewater 

from the ponds contains residual amounts of oil and grease which 
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quickly coats the sole pH probe and makes the readings 
quantitatively inaccurate. A graph of pH readings between June 20 
and July 2, 1993, before and after one replacement of the probe 
(identified to VI. 5.) may demonstrate this ·effect. The manual 
operating log entry of pH is an instantaneous reading from the same 
sole pH probe which also provides the input to the computerized 
operating log. The computerized operating log data for minimum pH 
are unreliable because the system continues to read pH data input 
while the probe is being cleaned (once a shift) with a strong acid 
solution, and thus the minimum pH reading generally reflects the pH 
of the cleaning solution. Since the average pH data of the 
computerized operating log are.calculated using the minimum pH data 
as part of the input, these data are also unreliable. The sole pH 
probe is calibrated for the low end (2.0 and 7.0 buffers) so the 
maximum pH data is also questionable for quantitative accuracy. 

VI. 3.- The No. 6 pond new dike construction was completed 
February 1984. The following summer period a few leaks appeared 
from the dike and a small pond was built by enclosing the flow 
which went directly into the river. An underflow pipe was included 
to prevent oil escaping to the river. The pond impoundment was 
expanded to the south late summer of 1984. A small sump pump was 
installed before winter 1985 to return the water to No. 6 pond. 
During this period leakage from the pond occurred during very high 
pond levels associated with storm events. June to October 1986, 
the No. 6 pond dike was sealed by pressure grouting by the Prepak 
Concrete Company. By the fourth quarter 1986, a formal pond 6A was 
built with a bridge holding two larger sump pumps piped over the 
dike into No. 6 pond. A longer south trench was added at that 
time. 

VI.4. Documents containing responsive information have been 
segregated for the agency's review and copying. In addition to the 
sources described in these documents, contractors operating vacuum 
trucks (Duke's sanitary, Multi-Pressure, Valley Systems and Shafer) 
have discharged stormwater, wastewater and/or oil sucked from 
various sources into No. 5 pond. Sources and types of materials 
discharged to No. 5 pond are listed below: 

Oil and Water from hot and cold strip mills, galvanizing 
line and locomotive shop 

Grease from the 56 inch mill 

Stormwater, often with some oil, from railroad switch 
boxes, flooded basements, and storm water catch basins 
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Cleanout wastewater from the flight conveyors at the BOF 

Water from the trunnion rings at the BOF 

Soluble oil from roll grinding 

Sludge from cleanout of the. used oil tank 

Pressure cleanout water from maintenance at the blooming 
mill main sewer 

Gear box greases from the blooming mill 

Skimmings from the pond system 

Wastewater from the Central wastewater Treatment Plant 

~larifier.to keep from overflowing 

Oily sludge from the No. 4 outfall scale pit 

Oily sludge from diesel oil storage tanks 

Rinse water leaks from the galvanizing line sumps (ended 
in 1988, approximately. 

Wastewater from the pickle house looping pits 

Oil from scale pit skimmers, from behind containment 
booms, from residuals in product lubricant drums at the 
stock house 

Oil from under milling machines in the roaching shop, 
which may have contained metal shavings 

VI. 5. WCI Steel objects to this request as being vague. 

Documents containing potentially responsive information about 
discharges to the pond system, and the Central Wastewater Treatment 

Plant operating logs specifically requested have been segregated 

for the agency's review and copying. 

VI. 6. WCI Steel objects to this request to the extent that it 

implies any ability by the agency to enforce any hazardous waste 
mixture rule before March of 1992. See, In the Matter of Hardin 
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County. Ohio, RCRA (3008) Appeal No. 93-1, (U.S. EPA Environmental 

Appeals Board, April 12, 1994). Without waiving any objection, the 

documents identified to VI.4. contain information responsive to 

this item. 

VI.7. In order to assure that wastewater entering the pond 

system stays above a pH of 3, a lime slurry injection system was 

seeped out in July, 1993 to trickle lime into the 60 inch sewer. 

(See DWG 109028 identified hereto). Orders were placed for parts 

in August, 1993. Construction was completed in De.cember, however, 

it was discovered that the small chemical metering pump could not 

handle the high solids slurry. New equipment planned for this 

system is a three inch crown trash pump operating in a continuous 

circulation mode. The flow to the sewer will be a controlled 

blowdown. This addition will be complete by mid May, 1994. 

VI. 8 . - Responsive documents containing this information have 

been segregated for the agency's review and copying. 

VI.9. Responsive documents containing this information have 

been segregated for the agency's review and copying. 

VI.lO. WCI Steel objects to this request to the extent it 

seeks to imply that spent pickle liquor and pickling rinse water 

are either physically identical or are regulated the same. Ohio 

EPA (reference: Edward Kitchen, Manager, RCRA Technical Assistance 

Section) does not interpret pickling rinse water as listed waste 

K062. Without waiving any objection, responsive documents 

containing this information have been segregated for the agency's 

review and copying. 

VI.11. Responsive documents containing this information have 

been segregated for the agency's review and copying. 

VI.12. WCI Steel is unable to interpret the first sentence of 

this request, and thus objects to it as vague. The "point source" 

exclusion of 40 C.F.R. 261.4(a) (2) provides that any industrial 

wastewater point source discharges through an NPDES outfall are not. 

"solid wastes." Without waiving any objection, documents relating 

to spill incidents at outfall 017 have· been segregated for the 

agency's review and copying. 

VI.13. Responsive documents containing this information have 

been segregated for the agency's review and copying, identified to 

VI.4. 
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VI.l4. Responsive documents containing this information have 

been segregated for the agency's review and copying. 

VI.l5. Responsive documents containing this information have 

been segregated for the agency's review and copying. See also 

documents identified to VI.4. 

VI.l6. Responsive documents containing this information have 

been segregated for the agency's review and copying. 

VII.l. Construction on the hot strip mill began in 1959," and 

the hot strip mill began operation in 1961. The hot strip mill 

rolls red hot slabs of steel into "hot band" strip of approximately 

1/4 inch thickness. Documents containing photographs of hot strip 

mill operat~on, construction details, and details of the equipment 

at the mill and wastes generated at the mill have been segregated 

for the agency's review and copying. 

VII.2. No. 
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State of Ohio } 
} ss. 

county of Trumbull} 

AFFIDAVIT OF TXOMAS SHEPKER 

Affiant being duly sworn and cautioned, states as 
follows: 

1. My name is Thomas 0. Shepker. 

2. I am employed in the position of Manager, 
Environmental Control, by WCI Steel, Inc. 

T. The President of WCI steel, Inc., James V. stack, 
directed me to supervise a diligent record search and diligent 
interviewing process to obtain information responsive to the 
information request from U.S. EPA dated April 1, 1994. 

4. The diligent record search and diligent interviewing 
process described in paragraph 3 above have been completed. 

Further affiant sayeth naught. 
' 

( 

/ / 

Thomas o. 
I 

Sworn to and subscribed beforb me this 4th day of May, 1994. 

PHIUP C. SCHIUAWSKI. Attorney at~..!-rt;:-a:':-~-'!'-"-:p"'"~""b"l'=lfc"-c~=c'-' .. ...::Q...::(b:....'_'~---='----­
Notary PubliC ·State of Oh10 

My Commission Has No Expiration 
Section 147.03 R.C. 
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MAY 04 '94 11=44AM BAER MARKS UPHAM 

VII. C:ERTJ:liQJION BY C:OMPAlfX oy:rc:p 

Provide the followinq notarized certification by a r-ponsiJ:Ile 

Company Officer for WCI Steel, Inc.: •I certify uncler the penalty 

of law that I have personally examined and am familiar with the 

Information Request and request for docwunts. Based on my revi­

of all relevant docwaents and/or inquiry of those individuals 

iiiiDI8cliately responsiJ:Ile for providinq all relevant information and 

clocwaents, I believe that the information submitted is true, 

accurate, and coaplete. I a aware. that there are siqnificant 

penalties for subllittiDCJ false information, includinq the 

possiJ:Iility of fine and t.prisonaent.• 



MAY 04 '94 11'44AM BAER MARKS UPHAM P.3/3 

CERTIFICATION QF NOTARY 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA) 
STATE OF {'Jt 1A1 ~ ~ ) 

COUNTY OFWe..vo If n).. ) 

vr€ 
On this )ctay _ of y'Y)r7~ , 1994, in N"t"V U , fv. ~. , 
there appeared before-· the undersigned. Notary, .:.lt:ii'.f'lle.J V· -S'"t-{H.. K 
and S/he acknowledged. that sfhe signed. the foregoing Certification 

of company Officer as a free and. voluntary act and. deed. •. GIVEN 

under my ha~d. and official seal the day and year stated above. 

in and. for the state of tf~ ~ 

C01111ission Expires _?r)--<...;.;~'---.::lo....,f-.;.{_f_9_(, ____ _ 



• 

VII. CERtiFICATION BY COMPANY OFFICER 

Provide the following notarized certification by a responsible 

Company Officer for WCI Steel, Inc.: "I certify under the penalty 

of law that I have personally examined and am familiar with the 

Information Request and request for documents. Based on my review 

of all relevant documents and/or inquiry of those individuals 

immediately responsible for providing all relevant information and 

documents, I believe that the information submitted is true, 

accurate, and complete. I am aware that there are significant 

penalties for submitting false information, including the 

possibility of fine and imprisonment." 



CERTIFICATION OF NQTARY 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA) 
STATE OF ('Jew 1 ('vii_ ) 
COUNTY OF~ e. IAl "( t'IJ- ) 

yJ€ 
on this )day _ of IY)U ~ , 1994, in N( IV 'ti , fv. ~-
there appeared before me, the undersigned Notary, .jam .. J v. S1' f'l ( K 

and sfhe acknowledged that s/he signed the foregoing Certification 

of company Officer as a free and voluntary act and deed. GIVEN 

under my hand and official seal the day and year stated above. 

OTAKrPUBLIC ______________ _ 

in and for the State of llfG..tJ ~ 

Comaissicm Bxpiras _"hJ--<-..:~.:...._ __ 3...,.1~{_' f_9..:..C. ____ _ 



WC::I S'!"EE!. 
April 14, 1994 

Mr. Ermelindo Gomes 
Ohio Environmental Protection Agency 
Northeast District Office 
2110 East Aurora Road 
Twinsburg, Ohio 44087 

Chief Ralph Jones 
Warren Township Fire Department 
4750 w. Market Street 
Leavittsburgh, Ohio 44485 

I~ 

Trumbull County Emergency 
Response 
160 High Street 
Warren, Oh 44481 

Chief George Brown 
Howland Fire Department 
169 Nil.es-cortland Road, NE 
Warren, Ohio 44484 

Unauthorized Discharge on April 13, 1994 
and April 14, 1994 caused From 
Flooding by the Mahoning River 

Dear Sirs: 

The attachment is a summary of the inundation of our 6A waste water 
lagoon by the Mahoning River from 2:00 A.M. ON 4/13/94 until 2:15 
P.M. on 4/14/94. I have also included the article from :riUl 
Youngstown vindicator about the high waters. . 

If you have any questions, please call me at (216) 841-8200. 

Thomas 0. Shepker 
Manager 
Environmental Control Department 

TOS:jjf 

Enclosure 

WCI Steel. Incorporated 

1040 Pine Avenue. SC 

Warren, OH 44483-6528 

(2161 84 1·8000 



UNAUTH DISCH NO.: 1994-• TE: 04/ L ... /94 BY -. 0. SHEr 

1. DATE OF DISCHARGE ,; 13/94 TIME 1 02:00 AM 

2. SPILL REPORTED BY T. 0. SHEF'l<"cP Tlt·1E 2 02:15PM 04/14194 

3. MATERIAL SPILLED EXFILTRATION FROM #6 POND AND SURFACE WATER RUNOFt 

4. LOCATION OF SPILL WA~TE WATER POND #6A 

5. WATER~.JAY AFFECTED MAHONING RIVER OUTFALL NO.: NONE 

6. DISCHARGE QUANTITY : UNKNO~JN 

7. AGENCY NOTIFICATIONS 

OEPA EMEF\ RESPONSE DATE 
1800-282-93781 TIME 

OEPA CONTACT 
OEPA ID NO. 

NAT. RESP. CENTER DA~-~ 

( 800-424-8802:- TIME 
NCR "~ci20N CONTACTED 

1\!CF: I D NO. 

OEPA REGIONAL OFFICE DATE <Hi 13/'"4 
<21h,-4-25-9!71) TIME: 0~~:00 ::<i'1 

~.JARREN TOWNSH c f'' ;-I F<E DEPT. 

11:35 AM 
04113194 

HOWLAND FIRE DEPT. 
F:EN LAUGHLIN 
11:40 AM 
04113/94 

OEPA PEF<SON CONTACTED EP!": :.:::: :s - VIJICE MAIL_ 

TRUMBULL CO EMA/LEPC DATE 
1216-675-26661 TIME 

COUNTY PERSON CONTACTED 

i i u •• 

j J, ~ ·-· -

TINA SNOI.'J 

8. EFFECTS ON HUMAi~ HE:ALTH OR ENV. NONE 

9. CAUSE OF INCIDENT RIVER FLOODING CAUSED BY SEVERAL DAYS 
OF HEAVY RAINS. NOf':MAL AF"Fi I L Fe A I NFALL IS 3. 06" . I.JE HAVE HAD 4. 84·" DURING 
THE FIRST 13 DAYS OF APRIL . 

10. CONTAI~MENT/CLEANUP INITIATED 

COMPLETED 

11. COF\F\ECTIVE ACTION TAKEN PUMPS TO BE RESTARTED AS SOON AS 
RIVER DROPS BELOW DIKE. THE RIVER DROF'F'ED BELOl.J THE 6A DIKE.AT 2:15 

F'M ON 04 I 14 I 94. THE TWO SUBMERGIBLE PUMF'S WERE STARTED AND WORKED 
NORMALLY. THE THIRD PUMF' WHICH IS NOT SUBMERGIBLE BUT WHICH HAD BEEN 
INUNDATED WILL BE CHECKED OVER BEFORE BEING PLACED IN STANDBY. 

12. DATE LETTER SENT TO AGENCY 

13. DATE LETTER REC"D FROM AGENCY 
DATE INCIDENT CLOSED 

BY 

04114/94 



THE VINDICATOR - WEDNESDAY, APRIL 13, 1994 

Wa1Ten Township officials 
consider moving reside~~ 
•Elsewhere, a portion of 
state Route 46 had to be 
dosed, and firefighters had 
to return to WCI Steel today 
to keep water from stalling 
production. 
V1NDICATOR STAFF REPORT 

Warren Township officials were 
considering evacuations along the 
Mahoning Rlver today. 

Fire Chief Ralph Jones said 
Johnson Community Center would 
be used -if needed- as-an evacu· 
ation point Police Lt. Donald Bish· 
op said the river overflowed along 
Lover's Lane, flooding it and Pan· 
gbom, Meadowbrook and Bishop. 

The river was moving danger· 
ously fast this morning, said Bish­
op, who noted that he watched a 

· boat - still attached to a dock 
-float away. 

Route 46: Elsewhere. the 
Ohio State Highway Patrol at 
Southington reported that state 
Route 46 had to be closed between 
McKees Road and Salt Springs 
Road. Meander Creek overflowed, 
causing the roadway to flood. 

The Ohio Department of Trans­
portation decided to close it Tues­
day. 

SO FAR 
THIS 
MONTH 

TUESDAY 

TODAY 
Midnight to 
8a.m. 

~ . . ~ 

Howland: Firefighters. in 
Howland Township responded for 
the second straight day to help 
keep WCI Steel from shutting 

. down. 
Tuesday. firefighters began 

pumping water away from an elec­
trical substation feeding power to 
Airco Industrtal Gases, South Pine 
Avenue, which supplies oxygen 
and nitrogen to the steel plant. 
After spending about 10 hours at 

Airco alleviating the problem Tues­
day, firefighters had to return to­
day because of the heavy rain over­
night 

Warren: Street workers in 
Warren closed Pine Avenue and 
Fulton Street and were planning to 
evacuate some equipment from a 
storage shed in flooded Perkins 
Park. 

Donley Road in Bloomfield and 
Mesopotamia townships was cov­
ered with water from the Grand 
River and was closed, a Trumbull 
County engineer's office spokes­
man said. 

He said no county bridges have 
been washed out, but flooding has 
washed out numerous berms and 
caused minor damage to some cui· 
verts. 
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WCIS"!EE! 
April 8, 1994 

Mr. Ermelindo Gomes 
Ohio Environmental Protection Agency 
Northeast District Office 
2110 East Aurora Road 
Twinsburg, Ohio 44087 

Mr. Mark Horwitz (5HS-26) 
U.S. EPA, Region V 
230 South Dearborn street 
Chicago, Illinois 60604 

Chief Ralph Jones 
Warren Township Fire Department 
4750 W. Market St. 
Leavittsburgh, Ohio 44485 

Ohio Environmental 
Protection Agency 
Emergency Response 
P. o. Box 1049 
Columbus, Ohio 43266 

Trumbull County Emergency 
Response 
160 High Street 
Warren, Ohio 44481 

Chief George Brown 
Howland Fire Department 
169 Niles-Cortland Road, NE 
Warren, Ohio 44484 

Unauthorized Dischar~e and Sheen 
at WCI Steel, Inc. (WCI) :ID00071007 Outfall 

Dear Sirs: 

The attachment is the notification and description of an 
unauthorized discharge at WCI on April ,s, 1994. Observation of the 
Mahoning River the morning of April 6, 1994, indicated there was 
not an oil sheen visible. At 1:30PM Dick Gradishar was inspecting 
outfalls and noticed a light sheen coming from outfall 007. The 
Rolling and Finishing Department, which is responsible for outfall 
007, was notified and instructed to inspect their processes and 
water sources to outfall 007 to find the source. Oil socks (booms) 
were procured and installed about six feet and nine feet out from 
the outfall to capture any free oil and polish most of the sheen 
from the water surface. A local vacuum truck operator was 
contacted and came with a four-man crew to man the booms and vacuum 
off any accumulations. Dick, after making sure the booms were 
manned, notified me about 2:15 PM of the situation. The 
individuals on the attachment were then notified. 

At 3:15 PM, I accompanied Ken Laughlin of the Howland Fire 
Department to the outfall where a dense scum and turbid water were 
observed coming from outfall 007. A sample of the scum was taken 
and the remainder was vacuumed from behind the boom. A 1" x 6 11 x 
12' board was imbedded in the bank and partially below the surface 
of the water to act as a weir and to direct the scum to the vacuum 
hose. 

The rolling mill maintenance foremen came by to say they had 
checked all their sources and could not find a cause. The scum 

'NCI Steel lr.c:-'ooroTed 

Wmren GH .:1.1483 6528 

1::'1618dl scco 



Unauthorized Discharge 
April s, 1994 
Page 2 

sample was taken to the department superintendent's office and 
consultation revealed it to ~e soap scum which should have been 
going to the waste water treatment plant. The overflow from the 
contact water system, internal outfall 606 was inspected and found 
in the closed position but inundated with waste water and leaking. 

The No. 9 lift station which overflows to outfall 606 was inspected 
and found to be only partially functioning. The 2000 GPM pump 
which was energized was only pumping about 300 GPM and the second 
pump would not come on at all. . The second pump was manually 
started and worked at its normal capacity. By the time outfall 606 
was observed at 4:45 PM, approximately five minutes after the 
second pump was started, the water level was below it and the 
leakage had ceased. A Downpour between 3:00 PM and 5: 00 PM 
exacerbated the situation. The booms were manned for another hour 
after the problem was corrected and left in place for another day. 

The pumps were pulled on April 7, 1994. and the pump with the 
diminished-flow was found to have a rag blocking the intake. The 
pump which had to be operated manually had a defective switch which 
was replaced. The high level indicator light was found to have a 
broken wire and, therefore, had not indicated that No. 9 lift 
station was about to overflow. 

These problems have all been corrected and a third pump will be 
repaired and placed in standby. A work order to clean, inspect and 
repair the valve in internal outfall 606 has been written and the 
work is being scheduled. 

If you need additional information or have any questions, please do 
not hesitate to call me at 216/841-8200. 

Thomas 0. Shepker 
Manager 
Environmental Control 

TOS:yt 

Attachments 

cc: M. Lantner 



WCISTEE!. 

December 10, 1993 

Mr. Ermelindo Gomes 
Ohio EPA, NEDO 
2110 East Aurora Road 
Twinsburg, Ohio 44087 

Dear Mr. Gomes: 

Enclosed please find 
incident reported to 
Gradishar. 

VI -
l'f 

the Unauthorized Discharge Report for the 
you on December 9, 1993 by Richard J. 

If you have any questions or need additional information, do not 
hesitate to call me at 216/841-8200. 

Shepker 
Manager 
Environmental Control 

TOS:yt 

Enclosure 

WCI Sreel. lncoroorored 

! OA:Q Pine Avenue. SE 

Warren. OH .:14483-6528 
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1JNTFEATED FINISHING MILL CONTACT WA1ER 

~ ~CCATIOrJ 2F ~?!LL ~:I SER BOX AROUND :=-It'- -:H !' t1 ILL :.6" SEWEF ;NHOLE 

5. WATERWA'( AFFECTED t~AHON I NG 1~: I I)ER JUTF _L NO. : NONE . 

~. DISCHARGE QUANTITY 20 GF'M INTEF:MITTENT. TOTAL QUANTITY UNKNOWN 

AGENCY NOTIFICATIONS 

OEF'A EMER RESPONSE DATE 
1800-282-93781 TIME 

OEF'A CONTACT 
OEPA ID NO. 

NAT. RESP. CENTER DATE 
1800-424-88021 TIME 

NCR F'ERSON CONTACTED 
NCR ID NO. 

OEPA REGIONAL OFFICE DATE 
1216-425-91711 TIME 

OEPA PERSON CONTACTED 

TRUMBULL CO EI"'A/LEPC DATE 
1216-675-26661 TIME 

COUNTY PERSON CONTACTED 

8. EFFECTS ON HUMAN HEALTH OR ENV. 

12/09/93 
3:30 PM 
ERM GOMES bv VOICE MAIL 

NONE 

:RBM·W: 

''. CAUSE !JF INC I DENT THE R I SEF: BOX AROUND THE MANHOLE 
~EVELOFED A CRACK. WASTE WATER WHICH BUILDS UP !N THE RISER BOX AT TIMES DURING 
~ISCHARGE FROM THE #9 LIFT STATION LEAkED THROUGH THE CRACK. 

10. CONTAINMENT/CLEANUP INITIATED 2:40PM 

COMPLETED 2:45 F'M 

11. CORFECTI\JE ACTION TAf<EN SHUT DOWN #9 LIFT STATION PUMPS WHICH 
C'TOFF'ED fHE FLOW OF "JATER IN ABOUT ~5 MINUTES. THE HANDYMEN WERE CALLED OUT AND 
~EGAN REPAIRS TO THE RISER BOX CRACK WITH WATER PLUG TYPE CEMENT AT 3:00 PM. THE 
':EF'AIRS WERE COMPLETED AT 4:00 F'M ,'\ND THE ~9 I_IFT STATION F'UMF' F<ESTARTED. CHECkS 
'DR LEAKAGE INDICATED THAT THERE WERE NONE. 

12/11/93 THE HANDYMEN ARE SCHEDULED 
-'J INSTALL 1:; I~.JRM . 6" THICK ,O,ROUND THE RISER BOX AND F'OUR A NEW BOX AROUND THE 
lLD CONCRETE BLOCK RISER BOX. 

I' DATE LETTER SENT TO AGENCY 

13. ~ATE LETTER REC'D FROM AGENC'( 
DATE INCIDENT CLOSED 

BY 



Wf:IS!'EE! 
April 30, 1993 

Ermelindo Gomes 
Ohio EPA Northeast District 
2110 East Aurora Road 
Twinsburg, OH 44087-1969 

Intermittent Seepage Through 6A Pond Dike During Excavation 
and an Oil Sheen on Outfall002 4/29/93 

Dear Mr. Gomes: 

WCI Steel began an excavation project to insure capture of any seepage from 6 Pond the 
week of April 18, 1993. First the dike around 6A pond was built up with concrete pieces 
used as riprap along the river and slag and refractory material to reinforce the dike. The 
purpose of reinforcing and raising the dike was to finr.her prevent the river from inundating 
6A pond and to support a large backhoe to be use.c_ w dig a deep trench along the base of 
the dike for 6 pond, lower than river level to prevent the exfiltration of waste water to the 
river. 

On Wednesday, April 21, 1993, a 20' section of 6A pm·.d dike slid between three and four 
feet toward the river because of the weight of the backhoe. An oil boom was set up in case 
any oil should seep through this material. Additional concrete was placed in the low area 
created by the slip. 

I inspected the area Wednesday and Thursday and did not see any seepage through the 6A 
dike. During an inspection on Friday, I noticed a 5 to 10 GPM flow below the surface of 
the river in the area where the bank had slid. It appeared to be intermittent, probably beihg 
influenced by the level in 6A pond. 

We called the Waste Water Treatment Plant and asked them to lower the level in 6 pond 
from 60" to 45" to reduce the seepage from 6 pond to 6A pond and any subsequent leakage 
to the river. The CWWTP reduced the level of 6 pond to 48" on Sunday before a 2" rainfall 
started increasing the pond level. Because of the rain, the river level went up several feet, 
nearly to the top of the heightened 6A dike, obscuring the area where we had noted the 
leak. 

Excavation of the base of 6 pond dike was accomplished the week of April 25, 1993. On 
Thursday, April 29, 1993 the river level dropped sufficiently and cleared so we could see the 
area where the leak was observed on April 23, 1993 and there was no seepage. 

The 6A pond is now lower than the Mahoning River so that any seepage which could occur 
will be from the river to 6A pond. 

WCI Steel, Incorporated 

1040 Pine Avenue, SE 

Warren, OH .44.483-6528 

[216) 84 1-8000 



Ermelindo Gomes 
April 30, 1993 
Page 2 

April 29, 19' · the sampler noted a sheen on outfall 002 during sampling. An invest;~ation 
was begun ; . :~ediately. The sheen increased and two booms were placed betwe.;n the 
outfall and tne Mahoning, eliminating the sheen. The investigation continued without 
finding a source. A local vacuum truck service was contacted and worked through the night 
cleaning up any oil sheen which accumulated behind the booms and your office was notified. 

We believe the oil sheen originated from a break in a water line on April 24, 1993 and 
April 25, 1993 which dumped about a million gallons of water in the galvanize line 
basement submerging many gear boxes. The floor drains flow to our CWWI'P but the 
basement may have overflowed to an outside catch basin which goes to outfall 002. The 
river was high from rains on April 24 and April25 and it was April 29, 1993 before it was 
low enough to allow the oil to flow to the outfall. There is still a slight sheen as of April 
30, 1993, which we continue to catch with the booms. 

If you have an.y questions, please call me at (216) 841-8200. 

~~~ ~Thorn~ 0. Sh<pke< 
Manager 
Environmental Control 

TOS:yt 

c: M. Lantner 
P. Schillawski 
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January 4, 1993 

Mr. Ennelindo Gomes 
Ohio EPA 
Nonheast District Office 
2110 East Aurora Road 
Twinsburg, Ohio 44087 

Dear Mr. Gomes: 

J '1' 

WCI Steel, Inc., Warren Plant 
NPDES Permit 3100007l•AD 

Discharges from Outfall 009 and 601 

In reference to our phone conversation of December 31, 1992, WCI Steel discharged water 
through outfalls 009 and a modified 601 because of an act or God (approximately 3" of rain 
from December 28 through December 31, 1992). 

Because of excessive rains the last three days of 1992, t.L•c Blast Furnace recycle system was 
filled to capacity and a blowdown of 100 GPM was taken on December 31, 1992 from 7:50 
AM to 10:10 AM. The Blast Furnace non-contact water pumps then failed and 601 was shut 
down from lack of pressure. A hose was run from the recycle surge tank and 27,000 gallons 
of water were discharged between 12:55 PM and 2:55 PM. the tank was refilled and 13,000 
gallons was discharged between 3:00 PM and 4:00 PM to the same line where 601 
discharges. A total of 54,000 gallons was discharged from 601. American Analytical Labs 
set up a sampler and monitored the discharge. 

The excessive rain caused the #6 pond to reach 115" at 9:00AM on December 31, 1992. 
The increased head pressure caused a weir plate weld to break at 9:00 AM allowing about 
25 GPM to escape. Normally we would be able to capture this water and return it to the 
pond but the river was at flood stage. The rain had stopped in the morning and the pond 
level was: 115" 9:00AM 12/31/92 

114" 2:00PM 12/31/92 
105" 12:00 PM 12/31/92 
102" 8:00 AM 01/01/93 

By 8:00 AM on January 1, 1993 the flow was reduced to a trickle (less than 1 GPM). 
American Analytical set up an auto sampler and collected a composite sample during the 
discharge period along with samples from outfall 602. The weir will be repaired when the 
pond level can be sufficiently reduced to prevent reoccurrence. 

WCI Steel, Incorporated 

10.40 Pine Avenue, SE 

Warren, OH Atl483-6528 

(2161 84 J.BOQO 



Mr. Ermelindo Gomes 
January 4, 1993 
Page 2 

The analytical results will follow wnn the S()()s Jr Decembr. 

If you have any questions please call me at (216) 841-8200. 

~ly, ~ 

/'!:::::~,rn 
Manager 
Environmental Control 

cc: M. Lantner 
P. Schillawski 
R. Gradishar 



WCIS!'~E!. 
April 8, 1994 

Mr. Ermelindo Gomes 
Ohio Environmental Protection Agency 
Northeast District Office 
2110 East Aurora Road 
Twinsburg, Ohio 44087 

Mr. Mark Horwitz (SHS-26) 
U.S. EPA, Region V 
230 South Dearborn Street 
Chicago, Illinois 60604 

Chief Ralph Jones 
Warren Township Fire Department 
4750 W. Market st. 
Leavittsburgh, Ohio 44485 

Ohio Environmental 
Protection Agency 
Emergency Response 
P. o. Box 1049 
Columbus, Ohio 43266 

Trumbull County Emergency 
Response -
160 High Street· 
Warren, Ohio 44481 

Chief George Brown 
Howland Fire Department 
169 Niles-Cortland Road, NE 
Warren, Ohio 44484 

Unauthorized Discharge and Sheen 
at WCI Steel, Inc. (WCI) 3ID00071007 Outfall 

Dear Sirs: 

The attachment is the notification and description of an 
unauthorized discharge at WCI on April 6, 1994. Observation of the 
Mahoning River the morning of April 6, 1994, indicated there was 
not an oil sheen visible. At 1: 3 0 PM Dick Gradishar was inspecting 
outfalls and noticed a light sheen coming from outfall 007. The 
Rolling and Finishing Department, which is responsible for outfall 
007, was notified and instructed to inspect their processes and 
water sources to outfall 007 to find the source. Oil socks (booms) 
were procured and installed about six feet and nine feet out from 
the outfall to capture any free oil and polish most of the sheen 
from the water surface. A local vacuum truck operator was 
contacted and came with a four-man crew to man the booms and vacuum 
off any accumulations. Dick, after making sure the booms were 
manned, notified me about 2:15 PM of the situation. The 
individuals on the attachment were then notified. 

At 3:15 PM, I accompanied Ken Laughlin of the Howland Fire 
Department to the outfall where a dense scum and turbid water were 
observed coming from outfall 007. A sample of the scum was taken 
and the remainder was vacuumed from behind the boom. A 1" x 6 11 x 
12' board was imbedded in the bank and partially below the surface 
of the water to act as a weir and to direct the scum to the vacuum 
hose. 

The rolling mill maintenance foremen came· by to say they had 
checked all their sources and could not find a cause. The scum 

W(l Steel. Incorporated 

I 040 Pine Avenue, SE 

Warren, OH llAA8-3 6528 

(216( 841-8000 



Unauthorized Discharge 
April a, 1994 
Page 2 

sample was taken to the department superintendent's office and 
consultation revealed it to be soap scum which should have been 
going to the waste water treatment plant. The overflow from the 
contact water system, internal outfall 606 was inspected and found 
in the closed position but inundated with waste water and leaking. 

The No. 9 lift station which overflows to outfall 606. was inspected 
and found to be only partially functioning~ The 2000 GPM pump 
which was energized was only pumping about 300 GPM and the second 
pump would not coine on at all. The second pump was manually 
started and worked at its normal capacity. By the time outfall.606 
was observed at 4:45 PM, approximately five minutes after the 
second pump was started, the water level was below it and the 
leakage had ceased. A Downpour between 3: 00 PM and 5:00 PM 
exacerbated the situation. The booms were. manned for another hour 
after the problem was corrected and left in place fcir another day. 

The pumps were pulled on April 7, 1994 and the pump with the 
diminished flow was found to have a rag blocking the intake. The 
pump which had to be operated manually had a defective switch which 
was replaced. The high level indicator light was found to have a 
broken wire and, therefore, had not indicated that No. 9 lift 
station was about to overflow. 

These problems have all been corrected and a third pump will be 
repaired and placed in standby. A work order to clean, inspect and 
repair the valve in internal outfall 606 has been written and the 
work is being scheduled. 

If you need additional information or have any questions, please do 
not hesitate to call me at 216/841-8200. 

(&-?7.<v' . U J¥£/£t5; 
Thomas o. Shepker 
Manager 

i Environmental Control 

TOS:yt 

Attachments 

cc: M. Lantner 



J~IAUTH DISCH NO.: 1994-·01 DATE: 04/06/94 BY: T. 0. SHEF'fTF< 

1. DATE OF DISCHARGE 04/0t)/C:~'4 TIME 1 

2. SPILL REPORTED BY T. 0. Sl·-IEF'I<EF: TIME 2 04 ~ 45 F'M 

3. MATERIAL SPILLED OIL SHEEt"-.! ·-· LJt'-jTF~EATE::D F'INISHII'-~G i"iiLL WASTE WATEH 

4. LOCATION OF SPILL #9 LIFT STATION.THRU INTERNAL OUTFALL 606 TO 007 

5. WATERWAY AFFECTED MAHON I NG n I \/EF-: DUTFAL.L NO.~ 007 

6. DISCHARGE QUANTITY SURFACE SHEEN ON WATER AT RIVER-1,000 TO 3,000 GAL. 
OF UNTREATED FINISHING MILL WASTE WATER 

7; AGENCY NOTIFICATIONS 

OEPA EMER RESPONSE DATE 
(800-282-93781 TIME 

OEF'A CONTACT 
OEF'r, ID ~.10. 

NAT. RESF'. CENTER 
CB00-424-8802) TIME 

NCR PERSON CONTACTED 
NCR ID NO. 

OEPA REGIONAL OFFICE DATE 
1216-425-91711 TIME 

OEPA PERSON CONTACTED 

TRUMBULL CO EMA/LEPC DATE 
1216-675-26661 TIME 

COUNTY PERSON CONTACTED 

8. EFFECTS ON HUMAI\1 HEALTH OR ENV. 

04/06/94 
02: 2~.! 
TODD Tf1LOR 
940-4·-·-78-1392 

04/06/C/4 
2:30 F'M 
PETTY OFFICER MAULDIN 
233599 WARREN FIRE DEPT. 

04/06/94· 
04/06/94 03:20 PM 
2:20 PM CHIEF JONES IN AT 
ERM GOMES F'.MAIL 03:45 PM 

04/06/94· 
03:40 
TINA SNOW 

~!ONE 

HOl~LAND F I F:E DEPT. 
04/06/94· 
02:50 F'M 
fo::EN LAUGHLIN IN 
AT 03:15 

9. CAUSE OF INCIDENT TWO PUMPS FAILED ~T #9 LIFT STATION. 
ONE RUMP WAS NOT ~JORI<ING AT 1'1LL AND THE SECOND WAS ONLY PUMPING AT ABOUT 
300 GPM INSTEAD OF ITS RATED :2000 GF'M. THE LIFT STATIDN FILLED AND 
OVERFLmJED THROUGH #5 MANHOLE' INTERNAL OUTFP1LL 606, WHICH WAS CHAINED 
AND PADLOCKED SHUT. THE VALVE OR F(EFF<ACTORIES AROUND THE VALVE LEAKED. 
THE F:ED, HIGH LEVEL INDICATOI\ LIGHT AT #9 LIFT STATION HAD A BRDf<EN WIRl~. 

10. CONTAINMENTI{::LtANUF' INITIATED 01:40 PM 

COMPLETED 05: 30 F'M 

11. CORF<ECT I VE ACT I ON TAKEN AEISDF:BENT SOCKS WERE PLACED ACROSS 
THE OUTFALL IN TWO BANDS ALONG ~JITH f.1 BOARD TO ACT AS AN UNDERFLOW WIER 
,0\ND DIF<ECT ANY OIL TO ONE POINT. A VP,CUUM TF<UCK WAS STATIONED AT OUTFALL 
007 AND REMOVED THE OIL AS IT ACCUMULATED. A UTILITIES F'ERSON WAS ON DUTY 
AT #9 LIFT STATION UNTIL THE PUMPS AND HIGH LEVEL LIGHT ARE REPAIRED. THE 
ELECTRICS FOR THE SYSTEM WILL BE INSF'ECTED AND REPAIRED OR REPLACED IF 

·NECESSARY. THE #5 MANHOLE VAL.\/E \•JILL. BE INSF'ECTED, THE LOCATION OF THE 
LEAK DETERMINED, AND ALL NECESSARY REPAIRS MADE. 

1? DATE LETTER SENT TO AGENCY 

13. DATE LETTER REC'D FROM AGENCY 
DATE INCIDENT CLOSED 
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

REGION 5 

n WEST JACKSON BOULEVARD 

CHICAGO, IL 60604-3590 

APR fit 1994 

REPlY TO THE A TTEilllOO Of· 

CERTIFIED HAIL 
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED 

James Stack, President 
WCI Steel, Inc. 
1040 East Pine Avenue, S.E. 
Warren, Ohio 44483-6528 

Dear Mr. Stack: 

Re: RCRA Section 3007 and 
CERCLA Section 104(e) 
Information Request 

WCI Steel, Inc. 
Warren, Ohio 
OHD 060 409 521 

HRE-8J 

This is a request for information by the United States Environmental 
Protection Agency ("U.S. EPA") pursuant to its authority under Section 3007 of 
the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act ("RCRA"), 42 U.S.C. §6927 and 
Section 104(e) of the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and 
Liability Act of 1980 ("CERCLA"), 42 U.S.C. §9604(e), ("Information 
Request"). 

The information requested is intended to assist U.S. EPA's review of the 
WCI Steel, Inc. ("WCI") located at 1040 East Pine Ave, S.E., Warren, Ohio 
44483-6528 ("the Facility") in order to determine its compliance status with 
applicable hazardous waste regulations. 

This Information Request concerns WCI's compliance status with RCRA, and the 
ability of WCI and/or other responsible entities connected with the Facility 
to: fund financial instruments to assure the facility's compliance with 
financial responsibility requirements of RCRA; perform closure/post-closure 
care of the Facility; and pay any penalties which may be imposed. 

Pursuant to the authority of Section 3007 of RCRA, and Section 104(e) of 
CERCLA, you are hereby requested to respond to the Information Request set 
forth herein. 

Pn-ntod on Rec:yclad Paper 



2 

The information requested herein must be provided to this office within 
fourteen (14) days of receipt of this letter. The information is required to 
be submitted notwithstanding its possible characterization as confidential. 
In that regard you may, under 40 C.F.R. §2.203(a), assert a business 
confidentiality claim covering all or part of the information provided in the 
manner described in 40 C.F.R. §2.203(b). Information covered by such a claim 
will be disclosed by U.S. EPA only to the extent and by means of the 
procedures set forth in 40 C.F.R. Part 2, Subpart B. Any request for 
confidentiality must be made when the information is submitted, since any 
information not so identified may be made available to the public without 
further notice. 

Any documents submitted to U.S. EPA pursuant to this Information Request 
should be certified as true and authentic to the best of the signatory's 
knowledge or belief. The written statements provided pursuant to this 
Information Request must be notarized and submitted under an authorized 
signature certifying that all matters contained therein are true and accurate 
pursuant to 40 C.F.R. §270.11 to the best of the signatory's knowledge and 
belief. 

Compliance with this Information Request set forth herein is mandatory. 
Should the signatory find, at any time after the submittal of the requested 
information, that any portion of the submitted information is false, the 
signatory will notify U.S. EPA, Region 5, promptly. ,If any answer certified 
as true should be found to be untrue or misleading, the signatory can and may 
be prosecuted pursuant to 16 U.S.C. §1001 or Section 300B(d) of RCRA. 
U.S. EPA has the authority to use the information requested herein in an 
administrative, civil, or criminal action. This Information Request is not 
subject to the approval requirements of the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980, 
44 u.s.c. §3501, ~ ~-

Please direct any questions regarding this Information Request to 
Sheri L. Bianchin, RCRA Enforcement Branch, (312) 886-4446. If you have legal 
questions please contact Nicole Cantello, Office of Regional Counsel, at 
(312) 886-2870. 

Your response should be sent to the United States Environmental Protection 
Agency, 77 West Jackson Boulevard, Chicago, Illinois 60604, Attention: 
Sheri L. Bianchin, HRE-BJ. 

Since~ely ~urs, 

"~_f't}t~ 
William E. Muno, .ci;rector 
Waste Management Division 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

Enclosure 



cc: John Schierberl, OEPA-CO 
Kelly Smith, OEPA-CO 
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Thomas Shepker, Manager, WCI, Inc. 

bee: 

Les 
Murray Lanter, WD 





UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECIION AGENCY 
REGION 5 

IN THE MATTER OF: 

WC I STEEL, INC. 
1040 PINE AVE., S.E. 
WARREN, OHIO 44626 

EPA I.D. NO.: OHD 060 409 521 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) ________________________ ) 

INFORMATION REQUEST 
PURSUANT TO SECTION 3007 
OF RCRA, AS AMENDED, 
42 U.S.C. §6927(a), AND 
SECTION 104(e) of CERCLA, 
42 u.s.c. §9604(e) 

This is a formal request by the United States Environmental Protection Agency 

(U.S. EPA) pursuant to Section 3007 of the Resource Conservation and Recovery 

Act (RCRA), as amended, 42 U.S.C. §6927 and Section 104(e) of the 

Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980 

(CERCLA), 42 U.S.C. §9604(e), as amended by the Superfund Amendments and 

Reauthorization Act of 1986, Pub. Law 99-499, 100 Stat. 1613 (1986)(SARA). 

The issuance of this request. serves to require WCI Steel, Inc. ("Respondent") 

to submit information relating to the generation, storage, treatment, and 

disposal of solid wastes, hazardous wastes and hazardous substances at its 

Facility located at 1040 Pine Ave., S.E., Warren, Ohio 44483-6528 and is for 

the purpose of enforcing the provisions of RCRA and CERCLA. This request also 

requires Respondent to submit financial information which is necessary for 

U.S. EPA to evaluate the ability of persons associated with the Facility to 

fund financial instruments to assure the Facility's compliance with the 

financial responsibility requirements of RCRA, to perform closure/post-closure 

care of the Facility, and to pay any penalties which may be imposed. This 

Information Request is not subject to the approval requirements of the 

Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980, 44 U.S.C. Section 3501, et seq. U.S. EPA has 
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the authority to use the information requested herein in an administrative, 

civil, or criminal action. 

I. INSTRUCTIONS 

COMPLIANCE WITH THE FOLLOWING INSTRUCTIONS IS MANDATORY 

1. This request for information pertains to any and all information you may 

have regarding Respondent's past and current management of hazardous waste and 

hazardous substances at the WCI Steel, Inc. Facility located at 1040 East Pine 

Ave., S.E., Warren, Ohio 44483 ("the Facility"}. Additionally, this 

Information Request pertains to Respondent's financial information as it 

relates to RCRA and CERCLA. 

2. A separate written response must be made to each and every request or 

question contained in this Information Request. In the event one or more of 

the requests or questions are not applicable, or in the event that no 

information is available which is responsive to any request, simply respond to 

that request by stating "Not applicable" or "No information". 

3. In answering this Information Request, identify all correspondence and 

your Response to this request with the caption "WCI Steel, Inc." a.nd precede 

each paragraph of your response with the same paragraph number as appears in 

the Request. 

4. In answering this Information Request, identify all contributing sources 

of information, including the identification of the person(s} answering the 

request on your behalf. 
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5. In answering this Information Request, a reasonably prudent inquiry is 

required to be conducted before furnishing information to this request which 

includes: intervie~ing all existing or forMer employees, managers or 

independent contractors who have or may have knowledge about any of the 

information sought herein, obtaining and examining copies of records and 

documents, diligently ascertaining facts or data, resolving discrepancies 

discovered during such tasks and undertaking other reasonable inquiries. 

6. Respondent must respond to the Information Request on the basis of all 

information and documents in your possession, custody or control, or in the 

possession, custody or control of Respondent's former or current employees, 

agents, servants, contractors, or attorneys. Furnish such information as is 

available to Respondent, regardless of whether or not it is based on personal 

knowledge and regardless of source. To the extent that any information 

provided relating to the requests is based on the personal knowledge of 

Respondent's employees, agents, or other representatives, this information 

shall be in the form of a notarized affidavit. 

7. If any information called for herein is not available or accessible in the 

full detail requested, this document shall be deemed to call for the best 

information available. The request also requires the production of all 

information called for in as detailed a manner as possible based upon such 

information as is available or accessible, including, where specific 

information is not available, an estimate and a detailed explanation of the 

method by which each estimate or response is made. 

8. When answering this Information Request, Respondent is required to furnish 

the name of each and every person who Respondent consulted, conversed with or 
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communicated with seeking information or assistance in responding to· this 

request, and contributed information, data or records. 

9. If .Respondent is aware that any docum8nts rEquested herein have been 

transferred voluntarily or involuntarily to others or have been otherwise 

disposed of, in lieu of furnishing the documentation, identify the documents, 

the person to whom it was transferred, describe the circumstances surrounding 

such transfer or other disposition, and state the date or approximate date of 

such transfer or other disposition. 

10. Your response must conclude with your signed statement under oath which 

is included in_Request #VIII contained herein. The written statements 

submitted pursuant to this request must be notarized and returned under an 

authorized signature certifying that all statements contained therein are true 

and accurate to the best of the signatory's knowledge and belief. Should the 

signatory find at any time after submittal of the requested information that 

any portion of this submittal certified as true is false or misleading, the 

signatory will promptly notify U.S. EPA. If any information submitted under 

this information request is found to be untrue or misleading, the signatory 

can be prosecuted under §Section 1001 of Title 18 of the United States Code. 

U.S. EPA has the authority to use the information requested herein in an 

administrative, civil, or criminal action. 

11. If information or documentation is not initially known on the date of 

submittal of the response but subsequently becomes available to Respondent, or 

in the event that Respondent later ascertains that the submitted response, or 

any portion hereof, is erroneous, incomplete or inadequate, within fourteen 
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{14) days thereafter Respondent is obligated to furnish the appropriate 

response or supplement that which had been initially furnished or to otherwise 

notify U.S. EPA thereof. 

12. Respondent's response should be also accompanied by an authorized 

affidavit from a responsible company official or representative stating that a 

diligent record search has been completed and there has been a diligent 

interviewing process with present and former employees who may have knowledge 

of the operations relating to solid waste, hazardous waste and hazardous 

substances processed at the Facility, and the financial information relating 

to Respondent._ 

13. The information must be provided notwithstanding its possible 

characterization as confidential information or trade secrets. You are 

entitled to assert a claim of confidentiality pursuant to Section 3007{b) of 

RCRA, 42 U.S.C. §6927(b) and 40 C.F.R. Part 2.203{b) for any information 

produced that, if disclosed to persons other than officers, employees, or duly 

authorized representatives of the United States, would divulge information 

entitled to protection as trade secrets. Any information which the 

Administrator of this Agency determines to constitute methods, processes or 

other business information entitled to protection as trade secrets will be 

maintained as confidential pursuant to the procedures set forth in 40 C.F.R. 

Part 2. A request for confidential treatment must be made when information is 

provided since any information not so identified will not be accorded this 

protection by the Agency. Any such confidentiality request must specifically 

indicate which items, documents, and/or information are claimed as 
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confidential, and must provide a detailed explanation supporting specifically 

each indicated item, document, and/or information. 

14. The information requested herein must be provided to this office within 

fourteen (14) days of receipt of this request. Respondent's response should 

be sent to the United States Environmental Protection Agency, RCRA Enforcement 

Branch, 77 West Jackson, Chicago, Illinois 60604, Attention: Sheri L. 

Bianchin, HRE-BJ. 

II. DEFINITIONS 

For the purpose of the Instructions and Requests for Information set forth 

herein, the-foTlowing definitions shall apply: 

1. The term "you", "your", or "Respondent" shall mean the addressee of the 

Information Request, the addressee's company, the addressee's officers, 

managers, employees, contractors, trustees, any and all predecessors, any and 

all successors, assigns, subsidiaries, and agents. 

2. As used here, "document" and "documents" shall include writings of any 

kind, formal or informal, whether or not wholly or partially in handwriting 

(including by the way of illustration and not by way of limitation}, any 

invoice, receipt, endorsement, check, bank draft, canceled check, deposit 

slip, withdrawal slip, order, correspondence, record book, minutes, memorandum 

of telephone and other conversations including meetings, agreements, and the 

like, diary, calendar, desk pad, scrap book, notebook, bulletin, circular, 

form, pamphlet, statement, journal, postcard, letter, telegram, telex, report, 

notice, message, analysis, comparison, graph, chart, interoffice or intra­

office communications, photostat or other copy of any documents, microfilm or 



7 

other film record, any photograph, sound recording c:1 any type of device, any 

punch card, disc, or disc pack; and any tape or other type of memory generally 

associated with computers and d~ta processing (together with the programming 

instructions and other written material necessary to use such punch card, disc 

or disc pack, tape or other type of memory and together with printouts of such 

punch card, disc or disc pack, video tape or other type of memory); including 

(a) every copy of each document which is not an exact duplicate of a document 

which is produced, (b) every copy which has any writing, figure or notation, 

annotation or the like on it, (c) drafts, (d) attachments to or enclosures 

with any documents and (e) every document referred to in any other document. 

3. "The Facility" shall mean and include the entire property on which WCI 

Steel, Inc. is located at 1040 Pine Ave., S.E., Warren, Ohio 4448!-6528. 

"Facility" is defined as all contiguous 1 and, and structures, other 

appurtenances, and improvements on the land, used for treating, storing, or 

disposing of hazardous waste. A facility may consist of several treatment, 

storage, or disposal operational units (e.g., one or more landfills, surface 

impoundments, or combinations of them), as defined in 40 C.F.R. Part 260.10. 

4. "EPA Hazardous Waste Number K062" as defined in 40 C.F .R. Part 261.32 

means spent pickle liquor generated by steel finishing operations within the 

iron and steel industry. 

5. "EPA Hazardous Waste Number 0002" as defined in 40 C.F.R. Part 261.32 

means a solid waste that exhibits the characteristic of corrosivity. 

6. "EPA Hazardous Waste Number 0006'' as defined in 40 C.F.R. Part 261.32 

means a solid waste that exhibits the toxicity characteristic for cadmium. 
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7. ''EPA Hazardous Waste Number 0007'' as defined in 40 C.F.R. Part 261.32 

means a solid waste that exhibits the toxicity characteristic for chromium. 

8. "EPA Hazardous Waste Number 0008" as defined in 40 C.F .R. Part 261.32 

means a solid waste that exhibits the toxicity characteristic for lead. 

9. The term ''hazardous substance'' shall have the same definition as that 

contained in Section 101(14) of CERCLA, including mixtures of hazardous 

substances with other substances including petroleum products. 

10. The term "hazardous waste" shall mean a hazardous waste as defined by 40 

C.F.R. Part 261.3. 

11. The term "hazardous constituents" are those substances 1 isted in Appendix 

VIII to 40 C.F.R. Part 261 and Appendix IX to 40 C.F.R. Part 264. 

12. The terms "furnish", "describe", or "indicate" shall mean turning over to 

U.S. EPA either original or duplicate copies of the requested information in 

the possession, custody, or control of the Respondent. Where specific 

information has not been memorialized in any document but is nonetheless 

responsive to an information request, you must fully respond to the request 

with a written response. If such requested fnformation is not in your 

possession, custody, or control then indicate where such information or 

documents may be obtained. 

13. The term "identify" means, with respect to a natural person, to set forth 

his full name, present or last known business address, the name of that 

employer and a description of the job responsibilities of such person. 
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14. The term "identify" means, with respect to a corporation, partnership, 

business trust or other association or business entity (including a sole 

proprietorship) to set forth its full name, address, legal form (e.g. 

corporation, partnership, etc.) organization, if any, and a brief description 

of its business. 

15. The term "identify" means, with respect to a document, to provide its 

customary business description, its date, its number if any (invoice or 

purchase order number), the identity of the author, addressor, addressee 

and/or recipient, and the substance of the subject matter. 

16. The term -"person" as used herein includes, in the pl ura 1 as well as the 

singular, any natural person, firm, contractor, unincorporated association, 

partnership, corporation, trust or governmental entity, unless the.context 

indicates otherwise. 

17. The term "pH" as used herein shall mean the negative log of the hydrogen 

ion concentration, as determined by a pH meter using either an EPA test method 

or an equivalent test method approved by the Administrator. 

18. The term "pond system" used herein shall mean ponds 5, 6, 6A and the 

south ditch. 

19. The term "pollutant" or "contaminant" shall have the same definition as 

that contained in Section 101(33) of CERCLA. 

20. "Release" means any spilling, leaking, pumping, pouring, emitting, 

emptying, discharging, injecting, escaping, leaching, dumping or disposing 

into the environment any hazardous waste, hazardous constituent, hazardous 
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into the environment any hazardous waste, hazardous constituent, hazardous 

substances, or pollutants or contaminants. 

21. "And" as well as "or" shall be construed either disjunctively or 

conjunctively as necessary to bring within the scope of these Information 

Requests any information which might otherwise be construed to be outside 

their scope. 

22. As used here, "state the location" shall mean provide the most current 

address and telephone number of the person or thing to whom or which reference 

is made. 

23. All terms not defined herein shall have their ordinary meaning, unless 

such terms are defined in RCRA, 40 C.F.R; Part 300 or 40 C.F.R. Parts 260-280, 

in which case the statutory or regulatory definitions shall apply. 

24. "Solid wastes" shall have the meaning provided in 40 C.F.R. Part 261.2. 

III. REQUEST FOR ANSWERS AND THE PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS-GENERAL INFORMATION. 

1. Identify all persons consulted in the preparation of the answers to this 

Information Request. 

2. Identify all documents consulted, examined, or referred to in the 

preparation of the answers to this Information Request. 

3. If you have reason to believe that there may be a person or persons able 

to provide a more detailed or complete response to any Information Requests or 

who may be able to provide additional responsive documents, identify such. 

, ' 



11 

IV. REQUEST FOR ANSWERS AND THE PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS RELATING TO FINANCIAL 

INFORMATION AND LIABILITY. 

1. Fully describe the current corporate ~nd operational status of WCI Steel, 

Inc. Furnish copies of all related documents. 

2. For Respondent, if not already provide in Question 1 above. furnish copies 

of any and all financing statements, profit and loss statements and balance 

sheets supplied by you during the last three years to any commercial bank, 

factor credit company, supplier or any other lender identifying the name, 

address and phone number of the person who received such information for 

analysis for th_e benefit of such concerns. 

3. If not already provide in Question 1 above, and if Respondent is a 

Corporation, respond to the following requests: 

a) Provide a copy of the Articles of Incorporation and By-Laws of the 

Respondent; 

b) Provide Respondent's financial statements for the past five fiscal 

years, including, but not limited to those filed with the Internal 

Revenue Service; 

c) Identify all of Respondent's current assets and liabilities and the 

person who currently own or are responsible for such assets and 

liabilities; and 

d) Provide a copy of each document recording the occurrences or minutes 

of each corporate board meeting for the past five years. 

4. If Respondent is a Partnership provide the following: 

a) Copies of the Partnership Agreement; and 

b) Identify each partner. 
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5. If Respondent is a Trust provide the following: 

a) All relevant agreements and ~u~uments to support this claim; 

b) Identify the trust; 

c) Identify all beneficiaries of the trust; and 

d) Provide all financial statements for the past five fiscal years. 

6. If not already provided in the responses to the above questions, furnish 

copies of all income tax returns and filings Respondent has submitted to the 

United States Government for the years 1988, 1989, 1990, 1991, 1992, and 1993 

(as soon as it becomes available). 

7. Identify, describe and state the value of any and all things of value 

regardless of form or location (including, but not limited to, all assets, 

stocks, securities, bonds, real estate, personal property, intellectual 

property, bank accounts, certificates of deposit, other investments or 

investment instruments, trusts, regardless of in whose name legal title is 

held, powers of appointment, and any other powers, rights, interests and 

things of any value) in excess of ten thousand United States dollars ($10,000) 

in which Respondent has any right or any interest (ownership or otherwise), 

direct or indirect, or which is held by any person for the benefit of 

Respondent. Where relevant, to calculate present values of future 

distributions, use an interest rate of three (3) percent compounded on an 

annual basis. Identify, describe and state the location of all things of 

value identified. 

B. Identify all liability insurance policies held by Respondent from 1980 to 

the present. In identifying such policies, state the name and address of each 

insurer and of the insured, the amount of coverage under each policy, the 

commencement and expiration dates for each policy, whether or not the policy 
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contains a ''pollution exclusion'' clause, and whether the policy covers or 

excludes sudden, non-sudden or both types of accidents. In lieu of providing 

this information, you may submit complete copies of all relevant insurance 

policies. 

9. Identify and provide copies of all applications made by Respondent to 

insurance companies in order to obtain liability insurance required by Federal 

and State regulations (40 C.F.R. Part 265.147 and OAC 3745-66-47). 

10. For all applications mentioned in #9 above, describe all efforts made by 

Respondent to meet any preconditions to eligibility for insurance. 

11. State the most recent estimated cost for the closure of the RCRA 

regulated units, and provide a copy of the closure plan for each regulated 

unit. 

12. State the amount of money available in an approved financial 

instrument/mechanism to fund the closure described in Paragraph #11 above. 

V. REQUEST FOR ANSWERS AND THE PRODUCTIO~ OF DOCUMENTS RELATING TO THE 

HAZARDOUS WASTE OPERATIONS. 

1. Since 1980, identify and produce all information regarding the amount and 

type of solid waste generated, stored, treated, and disposed at the facility. 

Provide documentation of any waste analyses performed on the wastes and any 

manifests or other documents which accompanied shipments of these wastes. 

2. Identify and produce all information and documents regarding whether 

Respondent has ever notified either the U.S. EPA or the Ohio Environmental 

Protection Agency (OEPA) of its hazardous waste activity relating to operation 

of the pond system. 



14 

3. Identify and produce any permits or licenses for the facility for 

management (including generation, storage, treatment, transportation and 

disposal) of solid or hazardous waste. 

4. Identify and produce any National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System 

(NPDES) permits including permit limitations. 

VI. REQUEST FOR ANSWERS AND THE PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS RELATING TO THE 

OPERATION OF POND SYSTEM. 

1. Describe the purpose of the pond system operated by Respondent and provide 

the dates that the pond system was operated. Provide a document (map or 

drawing to scale) depicting the pond system and/or the facility including the 

pond system. 

2. Discuss whether hazardous wastes were ever discharged into the pond 

system. If so, state dates, describe wastes (i.e., physical and chemical 

properties), and _provide any supporting analytical data. 

3. Describe when and why pond 6-A and the south ditch were constructed. 

4. Describe the solid wastes that are discharged into the pond system. 

Specifically describe the types of waste, the source of the waste, the 

physical nature and chemical constituents of the waste and provide analytical 

results to support this answer. 

5. If not already described in the responses to the above questions, discuss 

whether any solid wastes with a pH of less than or equal to 2.0 were 

discharged into the pond system. If so, state dates and provide 

documentation, including Wastewater Treatment Plant {WWTP) logs, since 1980 

where pH was equal to or less than 2.0. 
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6. If not already described in the responses to the above questions, discuss 

whether any solid wastes containing or mixed with EPA hazardous waste number 

K062, 0002, 0006, 0007, or 0008 were 0ischarged into the pond system. If so, 

state dates and provide documentation. 

7. Discuss whether any additional pH adjustment equipment or other equipment 

is planned to be added to treat wastewater prior to the pond system or to 

replace the pond system. 

8. State the most recent estimated cost for closure of the pond system. 

9. State the~ost recent estimated cost for replacement of the pond system 

with another type of system (such as a tank system). 

10. Discuss whether spent pickle liquor including pickle liquor rinse water 

has ever been discharged through a NPDES outfall without treatment from the 

wastewater treatment plant. If so, state the dates of discharge, discuss 

whether this practice continues, provide physical nature and chemical 

composition of the waste, and provide any documentation. 

11. Discuss whether any spent pickle liquor was ever discharged through any 

outfall without prior treatment in the wastewater treatment plant. If so, 

state dates, and discuss the physical nature and chemical composition of these 

wastes, and provide documentation. Specifically discuss the pickle rinse 

water sewer system including the sewer to outfall 017. 

12. Discuss whether any unpermitted solid wastes were ever discharged through 

NPDES outfall. Specifically discuss whether any low pH (i.e., less than or 

equal to 2.0) wastewater was discharged via NPDES outfall 017, and provide 

documentation. 
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13. Describe all sources of each solid waste that feed or are discharged into 

the pond system. 

14. Describe whether solid wastes contai1ed in the pond system have ever been 

released, by overflow or other means, into the Mahoning River without a 

permit. If so, state dates of events, types (i.e., physical nature and 

chemical composition) of materials released, and any action taken by 

Respondent to alleviate the situation and prevent further occurrence. 

15. Describe all sources of each solid waste that feed or are discharged into 

the wastewater treatment plant. 

16. Describe the acid regeneration process. Describe and produce all 

documents related to influent and effluent streams relating to the acid 

regeneration process, including the sources of the stream and any analytical 

results. 

VII. REQUEST FOR ANSWERS AND THE PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS RELATING TO THE 

OPERATION OF HOT STRIP MILL. 

1. Describe the hot strip mill process operated by Respondent including the 

dates that the hot strip mill was operated. Provide a document (map, drawing 

to scale, or flow diagram) depicting the hot strip mill process. 

2. Discuss whether hazardous wastes were ever discharged into the hot strip 

mill lagoons and pits. If so, state dates, describe wastes (i.e., physical 

nature and chemical properties), and provide any supporting analytical data. 
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VIII. CERTIFICATION BY COMPANY OFFICER 

Provide the following notarized certificat1on by a responsible Company Officer 

for WCI Steel, Inc.: "I certify under the penalty of law that I have 

personally examined and am familiar with the Information Request and request 

for documents. Based on my review of all relevant documents and inquiry of 

those individuals immediately responsible for providing all relevant 

information and documents, I believe that the information submitted is true, 

accurate, and complete. I am aware that there are significant penalties for 

submitting false information, including the possibility of fine and 

imprisonment." 

I rJ:. (L.j 
Issued this __ ..._ __ day of ----"~:::...:;"*""'-=-~-----• 1994. 

-William E. Muno, Dir ctor 
Waste Management Division 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 



UNITED STATES OF AMERICA) 
STATE OF OHIO) 
CWNTI OF ) 

CERTIFICATION OF NOTARY 

On this day_ of , 1994, in , Ohio, there appeared 

before me, the undersigned Notary, , and s/he 

acknowledged that s/he signed the foregoing Certification of Company Officer 

as a free and voluntary act and deed. GIVEN under my hand and official seal 

the day and year stated above. 

NOTARY PUBLIC 
in and for t h-e_,S;:-:t--a"""t-e-o"'f,...-;;O""h.,..i o=-,--

Commission Expires __________________ _ 

When certified, please return to: 

Ms. Sheri L. Bianchin 
U.S. EPA, Region V 
Office of RCRA Enforcement (HRE-BJ) 
77 W. Jackson 
Chicago, Illinois 60604 

AF'R 0 S 1994 
•.; s __ [. /). f-.. ,.,~j.__.., i s 

· i ,::;, ·ci.:;nal Counsel 
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OHH4 I 0:14AM FROM R. E. WARNER ASSOC. TO 1841839234564493 

DATE: 

PlACE: 

SUBJECT: 

PRESENT: 

WCI ·STEEL, INC. 
wARREN,omo 

bruary 18, 1994 

J .E. Warner & Associates 
~estlake, Ohio 

astcwatcr Segregation 
ojcct Status Mcctins 

Job No. F64493 

P002 

The pu:posc of this mcctin' was to review the progress of this project since our last meeting 
whic.b was held on Fcbruazy 4, 1994. ne toUoWing ltC!Ili were discussed: 

1. WCI wi provide iDStallation engineering details for the following additional sumps that 
were no included in REW's original proposal. 

-120 Baghousc Sump 
-150 South Galvanizing Line Sump 

U-190 Pickle Line Lab Sink 
-170 Pickle Line RoU Shop Sump 

2. REW informed that SU-200 Tractor Shop Oil Tank Sump would not be pumped into 
main. wa is to handle the details of this sump. 

WCI-R 003843 
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WCI srEEL, C. 
REW JOB N F64493 
MINUTES OF1 MEETING N0:4 
FEBRUARY 18, 1994 PAGE :Z 

3. informed that the (2) two existing 53" Slitter Sumps and the (1) one existing 
ing Line sump, each 20 GPM steam sipJwng, will be pumped into the 52" Slitter 
odifications to the three (3) sumps to allow discharging into the 52" Slitter Sump 
CI. The wastewater from the 52" Slitter Sump will be pumped into the force 

Pretreatment. Plant. REW wm modify P&IDs to n:llect !hiS new information. 

Drieinal Existing sump, replace existing pumps. 

!:Wit: 

I 

Usc existing pumps where pumps clischargc line goes through wall into 
sewer, REW is to cut the line near the wall, cap the end of the pipe and 
show a line tapped into the existing line that would be routed along the 
basement walls and then tic into the m.ain header. WCI is to throttle the 
existing pumps as required to set the flow rate. 

5. REWis o show all sumps (new, existing and future) on General Amngemcnt Drawings, 
drawing index list and P&ID's. 

6. REW rc ucstcd the flow rate for the Baghousc; sump. WCI indicated that REW is to 
dctermilje the flow rate based on a 10 year storm event. wa will install. a perimeter 
cwb/dike around cxistiq Baghnwoe with a ~ump and pumps for material spillage and 
SIOIInwaler. wa is to supply aru, REW will dctemrinc flow rate and inCOipOiale this 
flow ra~ into the main header pipe sizing. 

7. The No. 6 Pickle Une Looping Pit Sumps is actually located as shown on WCI Dnwing 
23380 d Is not located near the No.5 scale pil. REW is lO put iu ncw SW1lp aud pumps 
ncar cxi ling manhole and route pump discharge piping along the west wall of the No. 
6 Pickle Line and connect it to the main header, "" OJ"J"ll"'d to muting the discharging 
piping · to the No. S Scale Pit as previously planned. 

8. A new p and sump pump arc to be provided at the acid regeneration aru. The sump 
will be ocated inside the curbed/diked area and the pump discharge piping is to be 
connect d to the existing 3" pipe along the fence. The !ocatiun of the new sump will be 
del · cd by WCI and included on REW's General Arrangement drawings. 

Acid Regeneration Plant sump will be supported by existing bridgeS/supports 
t to connect into wastewater header inside No. 6 Pickle Unc. 

WCI-R 003844 
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9. 
I 

The 52'1 Temper Mill will =ive (1) one new pump which will be installed in the 
·existing p. The pump capacity is to be 220 gpm. 

10. WO . rmed REW of the following flow rates: 

11. 

12. 

13. 

14. 

52' Shear Sump flow rate to be 150 gpm. 
, 52' Slitter Sump flow rate to be 50-60 gpm. 
~· Cold Mill Roll Shop flow rate to be 20 gpm. 

REW Jred that a preliminary profile of the piping indicated that the Baghousc sump 
may be J point for draining portions of the main header. The new Baghou.se sump CXJuld 
be sizcdT ror boll! dralnfiig the main header and srormwatcr. wa to approve wbctbcr 
header~·n be drained at this point. 

REW · armed wa that the preliminary elevation of tbc 2 main headers inside the 
storage er building would be approximately 34' above the mill floor and above 
existing i s. This would be the high point of both headers and would allow these 
lines to gravity drain to the settling tanks. Field walk to confirm the final e!evatiom will 
be CXlndUctcd tlle w=~< of February 21, 1994. 

REW n ed that the Hot Strip Finishing building with the 52" Temper Mill is a high bay 
with the ttom of the existing truss steel located approximately 34' above the mill floor. 

WO plied REW with a sketch of the Truck Dumping Station. Wa estimated that 
approxi~ly 10 truckloads/day would be dumped at the station. Each truck would hold 
approx! ately l,jOO gallons of waste water/oil. At l.:S,OOO gallons per day It was 
cstimat that the Truck Dump Statlon sump pumps should be sized at 100 gpm. REW 

kasibility of this estimate. 

located in the truck dump station arc to be constant speed submersible pumps. 
CI specifications. 

The Tru Dump Station concrete approach apron is to be heated. 

flood lightiog ls ~uircd at the truc:k unloading station. Both sides of the ramp aced to 
be lit. The lighting fixtures will be mounted approximately 5' above the top of the sump 
sidewall . 

The Tru Dump Station is to be located at the northeast CXlrncr of No. 5 Pond. 

WCI·R 003845 
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15. 

16. 

Revlewefl sketch of Truck Dumping Station made by WCI. Approach slab Is to have 6" 
high curping on sides with corrugated sheeting walls on top of curb. Areas around truck 
unloadiris station will be asphalt pav~ by WCI in the future; End wheel stop is to be 
12" higlj (6" lower than L1V). 

WCI wdwd like remote 110 back to the PLC in the Pretreatment Plant from the Truck 
Dump Jater station sump starters. They are to be on/off only. 

WCI±csted that REW obtain specifications and pricing for an all/water separator sized 
for a 1 -200 gpm flow rate. REW to contact vendors. 

wa raJ a ques!lOll as to whether or not a second sump attcr the oil/Water separator 
was ssary. REW lnformed WCI that the oi!Jwatcr separator units arc gravity flow 
units anJ thai the underflow (water stream) from tho ~parator would noecl to be pumped 

. into the bam header. Therefore, elimination of the second sump is not possible. 

WCI re~csted that REW investigate the maximum oil content of the wastewater which 
is pum!: into the oil separator, and bow much the underflow from the oil/water 
scpara deteriorates at the maximum oil content. REW to contact appropriate wa 
pcrsom1 I to attain wastewater samples at the Mobile Equipment Area, Machine Shop and 
Locomo ive Repair Shop and Truck Dwnp Station to determine oil content of these 
streams. 

WQ cd whether or not there was some sort of oil detection system which could be 

to de it oil is in the oil/Water separator eftluent. KEW to Investigate. 

wa ata that thc MAchine Shop Sump ~•r is pumped to the Locomotive Rcpajr 
Shop sf before being pumped into the main header. REW to modify P & !D's to 
reflect is additional information. · 

WQ I Ucstcd that the Oil/water separator system located at the machine shop and 
locomot ~pair shop be eliminated and to send the wastewater from these operations 
directly o the truck dump station for separation instead. REW to look into how this 
would c feet thG truck dump 5tation as prcscntly 5izcd by WCI. 

WCI-R 003846 
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17. The pip g at the pretreatment plant has been altered in the following ways: 

The centrifugal emergency overflow tank pumps (P-2003AJP-2003B) will 
be replaced by submersible sump pumps. 

Only one setting tank (f-2001) will overflow. to the emergency overflow 
lallk. 

The (2) two settling tanks w!ll have a connecting line to. allow equalized 
flow between the two tanks. 

The oil/Water and adclfWater will be separate lines from their respective 
sources to the Pretreatment Plant Settling/Equalization tanks. These two 
ho:adcrs will not CODvugc at any point upottcam of the 
Settlin&'Equalization tanks due to the varying materials of conitruction. 

Wastewater pumped from the emergency overflow tank will only be 
pumped back to (1) onc.settling tank (f-2001). 

WCI w uld like redundant level sensors in the settling tanks for low level shutdown of 
the pum . 

WCI uld like REW to show the flow clement from the settling tank pumps to the 
Central~teatmcnt Plant on sheet 7 of the P & !D's. 

It was !ermined that the minimum temperature in the Pretreatment Plant Pump House 
will be S" in the pump room and 60" in the electrical room. Air conditioning for the 
clcctri room will be necessary durin& the summer. 

WCI ents on the Pretreatment Plant arrangement on SK-64493-PTPl arc 3i 

follows: 

WCI stated that piling beneath the 30' diameter overflow tank will not be 
possible. The 72' diameter R.C.P. sewer below the tank is sleeved with 
a 36' diameter PVC pipe and '" void between the pipes is filled with 
coticrcte. WCI feels that the risk of damaging the sewer, or a sewer leak 
(that enuld c:a~ settlement due to over consolidation of soil layers below) 
is minimal. REW to design a tank foundation using a maximum design 
bearing capacity of 800 - 1000 lbs/ft. 

WCI-R 003847 
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WCI wants the two 55' diameter settling tanks, the 13' diameter oil !.allk 
and the oil skimming equipment acc.css platform all on a common conam 
pad foundation. All 8" X 8" taJl dike will be constructed around all of the 
tanks at the Pretreatment Plant except ar the roadway where it will be 1'-
6" hlgb x 1'-D" wide. There will be approximately 4' or clearance betwCCII 
the 55' diameter tanks. 

Note: 55' diameter were found to extend to far into the roadway. 

REW strongly recommendS thar a soil boring (50' deep minimum) be taken 
at the pretreatment plant site by a qualified geotechnical engineer who will 
submit a complete soils rcpon Including boring logs, maximum allowable 
bearing capacity, and the estimated consolidation settlement of the tank 
pad which would be approximately 72' wide x 122' long with a bemng 
pressure of approximately 1500 lbslft. 

WCI will review records for previous borln~ in the area. 

The Decant Water Sump (from the 13' diameter all tank) is to be lOCUCcl 
inside the Pump House. 

The Pump House will contain seven pumps including oru: future treatment 
plant transfer pump and an enclosed MCC room. 

WCI would like the Pump House to be a pre-engineered and pre­
fabricated building with MCC and ligbtlng pre-wired offsite. REW to 
Investigate this optio11, placement of fully assembled building may be 
diffi~lt due to location dirc~y below two existing 12" diameter steam 
lines approximately 12'-8" above grade. 

18. ges were made to the process and will have to be shoWII on the P & ID 

19. Changes to the sump !nicking list, the project punch list and the sump specification table 
can be uud as attachments to these meeting minutes. 

2{)_ New w p numhen; were given on several sump locations. This will require changes to 
the dta · ngs already completed. 

WCl-R 003848 
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angcs were .made to the process and will have to be shown on the p & ro 

to the sump tracking list, the project punch list and the sump specification table 
d as attacluncnts to these meeting minutes. 

New p numbas were givCI! on several sump loa1tions. This will requlra changes to 

the draiiD~ already completed. · 

REW "r11 c:hcc:k the MCC feeders on the galvanizing !iDe. There seem to be 

discr~cies between the single line and the actual field conditions. -

REW h .. looked iDto the requirements for the PLC and found that the GE 9030 Series 

would adc<Juatc for the system. 

REW is I still rc=hing the alarming of the sumpS to the PLC a1 the Pretreatment Plant. 

It was n~ed down to either RF or phoncliDc. 

the sump control panels in the mobile equipment area can come directly to the 

el UsiDg cable equal to 1/3 of the capacity of the overhead feeders to the 

rc:mo~ dlsa>nncct at the overhead &c:dcrs is required. The fusible disconnect 

cl is sufficient 

ived a copy of SK-64493-GAl with WCI comments marked in red. 

m the tractor aisle to the Pretreatment Plant will not be iD a box truss type 

a wants a series of support bents with beam struts as required for intermediate 

t small pipes and condulm. 

ewater Une from the roll chop sump and the portable anne2l sump will em<& the 

to .the west and run along the construction stores building and cross over the 

roadway to the Pretreatment Plant via a pipe bridge by WCI. 

ipc bridge from the pretreatment plant to the north end of the 56" Hot Mill will 
led directly above the existing steam lines. Tbc steam lines will then be 

support from the bridge structure and the existing supports arc to be removed. The 
existing steam Uno will be relocated in the futura to the top of the bridge. 

WCI-R 003849 
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28. 

29. 

The pro pipes will cross the road along the river at the north west a~mcr of IM 56" 
Hot Mil via an existing pipe bridge. . . 

The proE pipes will then run along the west side of the road to the tic-in point at the 
hot mel bridge:. The oU lines from the prctrcatmcnt plant and from thc truck unloading 
station the decant water !iDe from the existing main oil storage tank will c:ross 
beneath M road along the river in a pipe eulvert located iiS close to tho existing li14iD. oil 
storage janJc as possible. The tulvert should be plaad rclativcly shallow to allow for a 
"futurc•

1
sewer trunk !iDe that may be inslallcd along the road. The Pecant Sump will 

drain this cu!vCit pipe also. · 

The p!J from the ~hine Shop sump to the truck unloading station will be 
installed UDderground inside an existing sewer. The addition of a manhole may be 
n 1 

to intercept the sewer. The pipe will be directed t<Way from the future NS Pond 
clcanou truck ramp. 

A new ipc bridge will be placed from IM southwest a~mcr of No. S Pond across the 
road an railroad tracks to the south. 

The pro 
bridge 

pipes will nm above ground on piers from the new bridge to the hot metal 
-in point. 

!l)p,tia. ....\ ,13b ~ 
Wade L Blac:kbum, P L 
Vice Prcsidcnt 
R. E. Warner &: Assoclatel 
March 3, 1994 

WLB;DSZjdy 

DiStribution: a: All Present 
: WLB,'Il.M/DSZ, CLY!FWW, DAM/JGG, STB/GEY 

o;_,_.loml WCI-R 003850 



MEMORANDUM 

SUBJECT: 

FROM: 

THRU: 

TO: 

UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

REGIONS 
EASTERN DISTRICT OFFICE 
25089 CENTER RIDGE ROAD 

WESTLAKE, OH 44145 

December 14, 1993 

RCRA Compliance Evaluation Inspection- WCI Steel Inc., 
Warren, Ohio (OHD060409521)/ (f-}(?]);~O!.' CA) 

\. \_ 
David R. Barna, Environmental Engineer CY-" 

. 11m l"' ~RvJ 
A. R. Winklhofer~ 'thief 
Eastern District Office (SE-W) 

Joseph M. Boyle, Chief 
RCRA Enforcement Branch (HRE-SJ) 

On May 26-27, 1993, a RCRA inspection was conducted to 
support a multi-program inspection at WCI Steel. A RCRA 
compliance evaluation inspection field report is attached along 
with supporting documentation. 

If you have any questions concerning this inspection, contact 
me at 216/522-7260. 

Attachments 

[};) Recycled/Recyclable n- I\ Prin!ed on paper that contains 
'O(;J alleast 75% recycled llber 



U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
REGION 5 

ENVIRONMENTAL SCIENCES DIVISION 
EASTERN DISTRICT OFFICE 

RCRA Compliance Evaluation Inspection Field Report 

I. PERMITTEE IDENTIFICATION 

A. Facility Name and Address 

WCI Steel, Inc. 
1040 Pine Avenue SE. 
Warren, Ohio 44483-6528 

B. Responsible Official 

Thomas 0. Shepker, Manager, Environmental Control 

C. U.S. EPA Identification Number 

OHD060409521 

II. ·DATES OF INSPECTION 

May 26-27, 1993 

III. PARTICIPANTS 

A. WCI Steel Inc. 

Thomas 0. Shepker, Manager, Environmental Control 
Keith A. McLaughlin, Environmental Engineer 
Richard J. Gradishar, Environmental Engineer 

B. U.S. EPA - EDO 

David R. Barna, Environmental Engineer 

IV. PURPOSE 

The purpose of this inspection was to investigate facility 
compliance with RCRA regulations and requirements in support 
of the multi-program inspection conducted at WCI Steel. 
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V. FACILITY DESCRIPTION 

WCI Steel operates an integrated steel mill in Warren, Ohio, 
for the manufacture of specialty flat rolled products includ­
ing: hot and cold rolled sheet; silicon electrical steels; 
hot dip galvanized and nickel-flash terne coated steel. 
A mill layout diagram is presented in Figure 1. Production 
facilities include: a blast furnace; basic oxygen furnace 
{BOF) shop; continuous caster; hot strip mill; cold reduction 
mill; temper mills; electrical silicon steel processing line; 
galvanizing and terne line; and other finishing facilities. 

WCI Steel obtains its coke for iron making through contracts 
with LTV Steel, US Steel, and Shenango. A sinter plant is 
operated by WCI Steel in Youngstown. This plant processes 
blast furnace dust, slag, and other residuals into sinter 
which is trucked back to the WCI Steel blast furnace in 
Warren. An on-site powerhouse supports the blast furnace 
operation, providing steam requirements and backup power. 

VI. DESCRIPTION OF WASTE GENERATION AND MANAGEMENT 

A. Blast Furnace 

Blast furnace stack gas emissions are controlled with wet 
scrubbers. Scrubber water is pumped from two flight con­
veyor to one pit where heavier solids are separated prior 
to settling in two clarifiers. Clarifier effluent is 
recycled to the blast furnace wet scrubbers. Blowdown 
from the scrubber water is used for slag cooling. 
Clarifier sludge is dewatered in vacuum filters located 
adjacent to the central wastewater treatment plant 
{CWWTP) . The vacuum filter sludge is managed as 
nonhazardous waste and transported to WCI Steel's on-site 
industrial landfill. A copy of the 1992 Annual Solid 

· Waste Daily Log Summary Report for the industrial 
landfill is found in Attachment 1. 

Secondary air emissions in the cast house are controlled 
by a baghouse. Accumulated dust is transported behind 
the blast furnace and is mixed with BOF ESP dust, flight 
conveyor solids, and other materials. The mixture is 
transported by truck to the sinter plant in Youngstown. 

B. Steel Making/Basic Oxygen Furnace {BOF) Shop 

The BOF shop, installed in 1965, was modernized in 1986 
with a desulfurization station. Hot metal is received 
from the blast furnace by rail at a reladling station 
equipped with slag skimming and desulfurizing facilities. 
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Desulfurization is accomplished by injection of a powder 
consisting of a mixture of calcium carbide, magnesium, 
and lime. A ladle metallurgy furnace (LMF) and vacuum 
degasser (VDG) were installed in 1991 to provide control 
over steel chemical composition. 

BOF air emissions are controlled by two electrostatic 
precipitators (ESPs) operated in parallel. BOF dust is 
accumulated in an enclosed dust box, transported behind 
the blast furnace, and mixed with other materials prior 
to transfer to the sinter plant. Hood spray water is 
piped directly to the CWWTP and collected solids are 
transferred to the BOF flight conveyor sludge pit. 

Desulfurization fumes are controlled by a baghouse. 
Accumulated dust is managed as nonhazardous waste and 
transported to the on-site industrial landfill. 

LMF air emissions are controlled by hood sprays and a 
baghouse. Accumulated LMF baghouse dust is taken to the 
on-site landfill. 

C. Continuous Caster 

The continuous slab caster began operation in January 
1992. It began casting 100 percent of the steel in May 
1992 with the closing of the 36-inch blooming mill. 
Spray water contr~lling emissions from molds and cutters 
is recycled as make-up water for BOF hood sprays. Scale 
pit coarse solids are taken to the sinter plant. Fine 
scale is accumulated with the 56-inch mill sludge. 

D. 56-inch Hot Strip Mill 

The 56-inch hot strip mill came on line in May 1961. 
Mill process wastewaters and cooling waters are treated 
with two scale pits, a cooling tower, and the 56-inch hot 
mill recirculating lagoon. Lagoon bottom solids are 
dredged and pumped to an adjacent lagoon for storage. 
Sludge was last taken off site in 1988 and managed as 
nonhazardous waste. WCI steel is considering combining 
lagoon sludge with waste oil for injection into the blast 
furnace. The hot mill lagoon is scheduled for dredging 
in 1994. 

E. Pickling Lines 

WCI Steel operates two pickling lines. The No. 5 
pickling line was installed in 1957, upgraded in 1964, 
and rebuilt in 1988. The No. 6 pickling line was 
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installed in 1961. Spent pickle liquor (SPL) from the 
two lines are processed in an 18 percent hydrochloric 
acid regeneration plant. Spent pickle liquor is a listed 
hazardous waste (K062) and also is hazardous due to its 
corrosiveness (D002) . Fume scrubbers on the pickling 
lines generate wastewater tributary to the No. 9 pump 
station. 

Major components of the acid regeneration plant, 
installed in 1981, include: spray roaster; tank farm of 
11 tanks; venturi preconcentrator; absorber; fume 
scrubber; and iron oxide storage. A schematic diagram of 
the acid regeneration plant, summaries of plant 
operations, and a monthly operating report for May 1993 
are presented in Attachment 2. 

Spent pickle liquor from the No. 5 line flows to a 
silicon settling tank prior to two tanks located adjacent 
to the acid regeneration plant. These tanks are managed 
as <90 day accumulation tanks. Sludge from the silicon 
settling tank is periodically removed. The sludge is 
managed as K062 waste and taken off-site for disposal to 
Mill Services in Yukon, Pennsylvania. SPL from the No. 6 
pickle line is discharged through underground piping 
directly to a sump adjacent to the No. 5 pickle line SPL 
tanks. From these tanks and sump, the SPL is pumped to 
the acid regeneration plant. 

SPL from off site sources is transported to the No. 6 SPL 
sump for processing in the acid regeneration plant. The 
.acid regeneration plant has 11 storage tanks each having 
a capacity of 36,000 gallons. Ten of the eleven storage 
tanks are used to store SPL or regenerated acid (RA) . 
One tank contains fresh acid make-up. 

Iron oxide dust is a by-product of the acid regeneration 
plant. The iron oxide is collected in bags or railroad 
cars and sold as a product. Iron oxide not sold can be 
mixed with other materials and transported to the sinter 
plant. WCI Steel is considering extruding the iron oxide 
dust to pellets for use in the BOF. 

Copies of typical manifests for off site SPL and silicon 
tank solids shipments are found in Attachment 3. 

F. Finishing and Coating Lines 

Principal finishing and coating facilities consist of: 
silicon electrical steel continuous annealing line; 
galvanizing line; terne line; slitters and roll forming. 
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The 48-inch hot dip zinc galvanizing line was installed 
in 1976. The 48-inch hot dip terne line was installed in 
1957. SPL from these lines, managed as K062 waste, flows 
to individual compartments of a sump located in the 
galvanizing alley. SPL from the galvanizing and terne 
lines can be transported to the No. 6 line sump for 
processing in the acid regeneration plant; or, hauled 
off-site for disposal depending on the chemical 
characteristics of the SPL. The galvanizing and terne 
line sump compartments are managed as <90 day 
accumulation tanks. 

Galvanizing line air emissions are controlled by a 
baghouse. Baghouse dust is accumulated in a hopper and 
collected in a 23 yard roll off box. The baghouse dust 
is managed as nonhazardous waste and transported to a 
nonhazardous landfill (American Waste Services) . 

A manifest for a typical off~site disposal shipment of 
galvanizing line SPL is found in Attachment 4. 

G. Central Wastewater Treatment Plant (CWWTP) 

WCI Steel operates a Central Wastewater Treatment Plant 
(CWWTP) for the treatment of boiler house wastewaters, 

BOF caustic wastewaters, and effluent from the No. 6 
pond. Treatment at the CWWTP consists of pH adjustment, 
polymer addition, and clarification prior to discharge 
through NPDES outfall 602 to outfall 013. 

Pond No. 6 is one of three unlined surface impoundments 
operated as equalization and oil separation lagoons for 
the CWWTP. Process wastewaters; noncontact cooling -
water, acid fume scrubber water, and storm runoff from 
the pickle lines, finishing operations, and acid 
regeneration plant are routed by gravity to the No. 9 
pump station. The No. 9 pump station pumps to a sump or 
"bosh" box where the wastewaters flow by gravity through 
a 36-inch pipe to the influent end of the No. 5 pond. 
Pond No. 5 is connected by underflow pipe to the No. 6 
pond. WCI Steel has constructed a catch pond, pond No. 
6A, to collect seepage from pond No. 6 in an attempt to 
prevent migration into the Mahoning River. Two 50 gpm 
pumps have been installed to return collected seepage 
from the No. 6A pond to the No. 6 pond. Wastewater from 
the No. 6 pond is then pumped to the CWWTP influent 
"bosh" box. A schematic diagram of the three pond system 
is found in Figure 2. 
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CWWTP clarifier sludge is dewatered in a filter press. 
The dewatered sludge is managed as non hazardous waste 
and is screened twice a year for TCLP. The dewatered 
sludge is transported to the on-site industrial landfill. 

H. Waste Oil 

Surface oil is skimmed off ponds No. 5 and 6, the 56-inch 
mill recirculating lagoon, and mill scale pits. 
Collected oil is accumulated in tanks or vacuumed to 
trucks. The accumulated oil is periodically transferred 
to a 500,000-gallon tank. A steam coil in the tank heats 
the oil in an attempt to break emulsions. Excess water 
is decanted. WCI Steel has been selling the waste oil to 
Research Oil of Cleveland, Ohio, or Clark Oil. 

I. Waste Petroleum Naptha 

WCI Steel operates about 25 parts cleaners at various 
locations in the mill. Waste petroleum naptha is 
generated as a result of parts cleaning with mineral 
spirits. The mineral spirits and parts cleaners are 
provided by Safety-Kleen. Waste solvent, managed as DOOl 
waste petroleum naptha, is collected periodically by 
Safety-Kleen. A typical manifest for a Safety-Kleen 
pickup is found in Attachment 5. 

J. Waste Characterization 

WCI Steel performs a semi-annual waste characterization 
of mill sludges, dusts, SPLs, boiler house fly ash, and 
other materials generated in the mill. A listing of 
materials tested is presented in Attachment 6. 

K. Condensed Coke Gas Tanks 

LTV supplies coke gas to WCI Steel's blast furnace and 
BOF. The gas is piped to the furnaces from the LTV 
Warren coke batteries. As the gas moves through the 
line, it cools and a portion condenses. The condensate 
is accumulated in seven tanks along the pipeline. The 
tanks are periodically pumped out and the liquid is 
returned to the coke batteries. 

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS 

The RCRA inspection consisted of: interviews with WCI Steel 
personnel; records review; and site inspection. A state of 
Ohio RCRA inspection checklist was completed and is found in 
Attachment 7. Photographs taken during the inspection are 
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presented in Attachment 8. Inspection findings are 
summarized below. 

A. Hazardous Waste Activity Status 

At the time of inspection, a draft Part B permit was out 
for public comment. A June 2, 1993, public hearing was 
held. Subsequent to the May inspection, the Ohio RCRA 
permit was issued in August 1993 and the Federal HSWA 
permit in November 1993. Solid Waste Management Units 
(SWMUs) identified for investigation are listed in 

Attachment 9. WCI Steel will be required to prepare a 
RCRA Facility Investigation (RFI) to evaluate releases 
from SWMUs. These SWMUs were visited during the site 
inspection. 

Covered in the Part B permit are the eleven 36,000-gallon 
storage tanks in the acid regeneration tank farm, and the 
No. 6 SPL sump which stores SPL generated at WCI Steel 
and SPL transported from off-site generators. 

WCI Steel operates as a large quantity generator (LQG) . 
WCI Steel manages the following tanks or sumps as <90 day 
accumulation tanks/sumps: 

* galvanizing line SPL sump 
* terne line SPL sump 
* No. 5 pickle line SPL tanks 
* silicon settling tank. 

The sumps and tanks are emptied, cleaned, and inspected 
every 90 days according to WCI Steel. 

According to WCI Steel, hazardous wastes are not 
generated in drums on a routine basis. A copy of WCI 
Steel's 1992 annual generator and facility hazardous 
waste reports are found in Attachment 10. 

B. Hazardous Waste Characterization 

As stated previously, WCI Steel performs semi-annual 
waste.characterizations. Waste characterization data 
were obtained. Analytical data for the fall 1992 
characterization were reviewed and it was identified that 
TCLP results for chromium exceeded the regulatory limit 
for the CWWTP sludge sample. WCI Steel has been managing 
the CWWTP sludge as nonhazardous, transporting the sludge 
to its on site industrial landfill. WCI Steel believes 
its contract laboratory at the time, ASAP Technical 
Services, had problems with this round of sampling and 
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questioned the data in a February 23, 1993, letter. 
According to WCI Steel, the laboratory did not respond to 
inquiries about the data. WCI Steel subsequently changed 
contract laboratories for its waste characterizations. 
Analytical data for the 1993 waste characterizations were 
provided by WCI Steel, utilizing American Analytical 
Laboratories Inc. or Akron, Ohio. Chromium TCLP values 
were found to be below the regulatory limit for the CWWTP 
sludge samples. Refer to Attachment 11 for a copy of the 
February 1993 letter, and current and historical data 
concerning this issue. 

Information on wastewater characteristics of the influent 
to the No. 5 pond was not available. Influent pH to the 
CWWTP is recorded on daily log sheets by plant operators. 
These data, presented in Attachment 12, show pH levels to 
aeration treatment often less than pH 2. The influent to 
the CWWTP consists mainly of effluent from the No. 6 
pond, with contributions from boiler blowdown and BOF 
caustic wastewaters. As part of the multi-media 
inspection, USEPA EDO collected screening samples during 
the NPDES inspection in an attempt to characterize pH 
values into and out of the NPDES pond treatment system. 
Total metal analyses were also performed. Descriptions 
of sampling locations and data tables taken from the 
September 30, 1993, USEPA Toxics Sampling Report are 
presented in Attachment 13. pH data are shlmmarized 
below: 

* Pond 6A- {1.81; 2.03 s.u.) 
* CWWTP at influent' box - (1.67 s.u.) 
* Discharge into 36-inch collection box (from No, 9 

pump station) - (1.65 s.u.) 

In a follow-up meeting with WCI Steel on November 23, 
1993, it was learned that the company is planning to 
bring on line pre-treatment facilities for pH adjustment 
with lime for finishing wastewaters tributary to the 
No. 9 lift station, According to WCI Steel, the 
pretreatment design is complete, and equipment purchased 
and in place. It was explained that low pH wastewaters 
from the finishing operations have been impacted by the 
following: 

* rebuilding fume scrubber.s increasing capture 
efficiency 

* No. 5 pickle line runs hot steel, generating more 
acid fumes 

* replacement of Terne line scrubber 
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* problems with absorber at the acid regeneration 
plant 

* decreased water usage overall. 

WCI Steel expects the pH adjustment facilities to be 
operational within a few weeks. 

C. NPDES Treatment Ponds Nos. 5, 6, and 6A- Regulatory Status 

According to information supplied by WCI Steel, ponds 
Nos. 5 and 6 were constructed within a channel of the 
Mahoning River. Embankments constructed across the 
former channel alignment were used to form the ends of 
the ponds. The purpose of the ponds was to provide oil 
removal, wastewater detention, and storm water surge 
protection for the CWWTP. As pond No. 6 began to leak 
through its west bank, pond No. 6A was excavated to. 
capture seepage and leachate. Two pumps rated at 50 gpm 
were installed in pond No. 6A in an attempt to induce 
migration of water from the Mahoning River to pond 
No. 6A. Refer to photograph No. 27 showing leachate flow 
into pond No. 6A south ditch. 

Based on information provided by WCI Steel and limited 
USEPA sampling, it appears that the unlined surface 
impoundment system (NPDES treatment ponds Nos. 5, 6, and 
6A) may have been receiving wastewaters with pH less 
than 2. 

These ponds have been identified as SWMUs and are to be 
addressed in the RFI. In the November follow-up meeting, 
WCI Steel explained two possible options for replacement 
of the surface impoundments. One option is the 
construction of a 4-million-gallon aboveground tank to 
replace the ponds. Another option under consideration 
involves separation of storm water and process wastewater 
and construction of a smaller equalization tank. 

D. Bevill Wastes 

Certain iron and steel making wastes have been excluded 
as solid waste under the mining waste exclusion (Bevill 
exclusion). 40 CFR 261.4(b) (7) lists the following 
wastes among the excluded wastes: iron blast furnace 
slag; basic oxygen furnace and open hearth furnace slag 
from carbon steel production; air pollution control dust/ 
sludge from iron blast furnaces; and air pollution 
control dust/sludge from basic oxygen furnaces and open 
hearth furnaces from carbon steel production. · 
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Wastes managed as "Bevill wastes" by WCI Steel include 
the following: 

* BOF slag (sold/sintered/ or landfilled) 
* BOF ESP dust (landfilled now) 
* Blast furnace slag (100% sold) 
* Blast furnace sludge (landfilled/sintered) 
* Blast furnace cast house baghouse dust 

(sintered) . 

K. Secondary Containment 

At the time of inspection of the acid regeneration plant 
tank farm, breaks and cracks in the acid resistant epoxy 
surface coating of the concrete containment dike were 
observed. Refer to photograph No. 45. WCI Steel 
identified this condition in April inspections of the 
secondary containment dike. Repairs to the acid 
resistant epoxy coating were completed in August 1993. 
WCI Steel maintains that there was no breach in secondary 
containment of the storage tanks as the containment 
concrete was still in tact. Refer to Attachment 14 for 
correspondence concerning this situation. 
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December 10, 1993 

Mr. Ermelindo Gomes 
Ohio EPA, NEDO 
2110 East Aurora Road 
Twinsburg, Ohio 44087 

Dear Mr. Gomes: 

-
l'f 

' 

Enclosed please find the Unauthorized Discharge 
incident reported to you on December 9, 1993 
Gradishar. 

! -

; 

I 
f 

Report for the 
by Richard J. 

If you have any questions or need additional information, do not 
hesitate to call me at 216/841-8200. 

Shepker 
Manager 
Environmental Control 

TOS:yt 

Enclosure 

WCI Steel, Incorporated 

1 040 Pine AYenue, SE 

Warren, OH ..:14483-6528 
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~J-J\"J{:1UT!·-! n:;::::lCh !\!r:·;.: 19'7-':::_:; .... 1.::: D:-·":'JTE: ·l~~./10/.'=?:3 BY~ r ~D. SHEP!<EF 

1. DATE OF 0ISCHARGE 12./0'=? /93 TI\'1E ., 2: :3o PI"'! • 

~- SPILL ~~F·ORTED BY r, 
"• ,_, . f3~:ADI s~-h~~R TIME 2 ' 

.... , .. 
~- 40 PM 

:-sA \"H~ TER I Al_ '3F I LLED UNTRE!HED FINISHING t1ILL CONTACT vJATER 

4. ~OCATID~I OF SPILL f':ISER BOX ~lROUND FINISHING- MILL 36" SEWER MANHOLE 

MAHON!NG RI</ER OUTFALL NO.: I\IONE • RIVERBANK 

6. DISCHARGE QUANTITY 20 GPM INTERMITI.ENT. TOTAL QUANTITY UNKNOWN 

7. AGENCY 1\lOTIFICATIOI\iS 

OEPA EMER RESPONSE DATE 
(800-282-9378). TIME 

OEPA CONTACT 
OEPA ID NO. 

NAT. RESP. CENTER DATE 
(800-424-8802) TIME 

NCR PERSON CONTACTED 
NCR ID NO. ' 

OEPA REGIONAL OFFICE DATE 12/09/93 
(216-425-'7171) TIME 3i:30 PM 

OEPA PERSON CONTACTED ERM GOMES bv VOICE ~!AIL 

TRUMBULL co EI1A/LEPC DATE 
<216-675-2666) TIME 

COUNTY PERSON CONTACTED 

8. EFFECTS ON HUMAN HEALTH OR ENV. NONE 

'7. CAUSE IJF INCIDENT THE RISER BOX AROUND THE MANHOLE 
DEVELOPED A CRACf•:. '.•JASTE WATER oJHICH BUILDS UP I~J THE RISER BOX AT TIMES DURING 
DISCHARGE FROM THE -#9 LIFT STATIOI\1 LEAKED THROUGH THE CRAC.:. 

10. CONTAINMENT/CLEANUP INITIATED : 2:40 PM 

COMPLETED 2:45 PM 

11. CORRECTIVE ACTION TAKEN SHUT DOWN #9 LIFT STATION PUMPS WHICH 
3TOPF'ED THE FUJW OF WATER IN ABOUT 5 MINUTES. THE HANDYMEN WERE CALLED OUT AND 
E<EGAN FiEF'•'HRS TO THE RISER BOX CRACK WITH WATEF~ PLUG TYPE CEMENT AT 3:00 PM. THE 
i''.EPAIRS WERE COMPLETED AT 4•00 PM AND THE •W•9 I_IFT STATION PUMP F<ESTARTED. CHECKS 
i"OR l.Em::AGE INDICATED THAT THERE WERE NONE. 

12/ l1 I 93 THE HANDYMEt< ARE SCHEDULED 
TO INSTALL ?\ F'ORM • 6" THICI< AROUND THE RISER BOX AND POUR A NEW BOX AROUND THE 
0'~ CONCRETE BLOCK RISER BOX. 

12. DATE LETTEr~ SENT TO AGENCY 

13. DATE LETTER REC'D FROM AGENCY 
DATE INCIDENT CLOSED 

·gy 

12/10/93 



Environmental Control 
Monthly Report - November 1993 

unauthorized Discharge 02/03/93 

OEPA was notified that durinq a routine inspection of 
outfall 017 a 20 GPM flow of 2 pH water was found from this 
storm water only outfall. Subsequent inspections found the 
#6 Pickler rinse and scrubber water sewer catch basins to 
be leakinq. Enqineerinq recommended acid resistant resin 
coated fiberqlass trouqhs for containment to correct this 
problem. The water is beinq diverted to prevent additional 
discharqes from outfall 017. 

A follow-up letter was sent in March informinq OEPA of our 
plans to replace the present pipinq and manhole system with 
interlockinq fiberqlass trouqhs cemented in place. 
Purchase order issued, and all materials received. Trouqhs 
and pipes are in place. Pumps need to be ordered. PVC 
pipe and fittinqs failed from hiqh tl!lllperature (steam 
busters) and are beinq replaced.. Additional enqineerinq 
completed. 220 GPM pump ordered for the elevated system. 
Project to be completed in December. 

WClW 02927 



WCI$!'HH!. 
August 27, 1993 

Ermelindo Gomes 
Ohio EPA Northeast District 
2110 East Aurora Road 
Twinsburg, Ohio 44087-1969 

r'' 

Unauthorized Discharge of BOF Process Contact Water 
Through Outfall 013 from August 20 to August 23, 1993 

Dear Mr. Gomes: 

This letter is a follow-up to Dick Gradishar's call on August 23, 
1993, concer~ing the .brok_en clamp on a coupling for the Basic 
oxygen Furnace (BOF) waste water line to the Central Waste Water 
Treatment Plant (CWWTP). The attachment sums up what occurred. 

This is the second failure of that line this year. We are 
currently engineering an exposed replacement for the underground 
section of the BOF waste water line and hope to have it installed 
before the end of this year. 

If you need additional information, please call me at 216/841-8200. 

TOS:yt 

Enclosures 

cc:~. Lantner, P. Schillawski 

WCI Steel, Incorporated 

I 040 Pine Avenue. SE 

Warren, OH 44483-6528 

[2 16) 84 1-8000 



WCI$!'55!. 
August 24, 1993 

Kristen Switzer 
Environmental Specialist 
Ohio EPA, NEDO 
Div. of Hazardous Waste Management 
2110 East Aurora Road 
Twinsburg, OH 44087 

Repairs to the Acid Resistant Surface Coating of the 
Acid Regeneration Plant Tank Farm, Secondary Containment 

Dear Ms. Switzer: 

This letter is a follow-up to our conversation earlier this year concerning the frost damage 
to the epoxy coating on the secondary containment for the Acid Regeneration Plant tank 
farm. Inspection of the secondary containment during April yielded discovery of several 
cracks which had opened up during the winter freeze/thaw cycles. 

Our Maintenance Department attempted to clean the cracks for patching during May and 
found the frost damage had extended for a significant distance under the epoxy surface coat. 
Because of the extensive nature of the frost damage, it was decided that the job would go 
out for bid to companies with the equipment and knowledge to make the repairs. 

The job was bid and work was begun on July 6, 1993 and was completed August 19, 1993. 
The cracks were in the acid resistant surface coating. There was no breach in the secondary 
containment concrete, only the epoxy surface coat. Copies of the MSDS and specifications 
for the coating are attached. 

If you have any questions or need additional information, please call me at (216) 841-8200. 

Sincerely, 

' ~' [fr].~- .• ~ j 

as 0. Shepker ' . 
''Manager 
Environmental Control 

TOS:yt 

Attachments 

cc: Dave Barna, R. McCoy 
WCI Steel. Incorporated 

1040 Pine Avenue, SE 

Warren OH <1.148].6528 

'2 l Ol 8J 1 ·8000 



WCI$TEE!. 
SUBJECT ACID REGEN_ PLANT, TANK FARM 

SECONDARY CONTAINMENT 

T.O. SHEPKER 
TO: E.l\'VIRONMENTAL MANAGER 

DEPARTMENTAL CORRESPONDENCE 

DATE: 22 AUGUST 1993 

NO.: 

THE ACID REGENERATION PLANT, SECONTIARY CONTAINMENT FLOOR REPAIRS WERE 
COMPLETED 19 AUGUST 1993. 

SCOPE OF REP AIRS 
PREPARATION· 
EXISTING FLOOR WAS NEUTRALIZED, REMOVED AND DISPOSED OF PROPERLY; CONCRETE BASE WAS HYDRO-BLASTED, NEUTRALIZED , AND FLUSHED. 

COATING· 
A PRIME/BINDER COATING OF VINYL ESTER RESIN WAS SPRAY APPLIED; 
THREE lAYERS OF VINYL ESTER RESIN TOPCOAT WERE SPRAY APPLIED. 
A FOURTH TOPCOAT WAS HAND TROWELED ON EDGES AND CORNERS. 

THE BULK OF THE PREPARATION WAS DONE BY WO PERSONNEL THE FINAL 
PREPARATION AND COATING WAS DONE BY MARBRI ENGINEERING & SUPPLY COMPANY OF NORTH ROYALTON. 

MSDS SHEETS AND PRODUCT INFOR.'\iATION ARE ATTACHED . 

. McCOY'\ 
SUPERVISOR, 
ACID REGENERATION 



Environmental Control 
Monthly Report - July 1993 

Unauthorized Discharge 02(03/93 

OEPA was notified that during a routine inspection of outfall 017 a 20 GPM flow 
of 2 pH water was found from this storm water only outfalL Subsequent 
inspections found the #6 Pickler rinse and scrubber water sewer catch basins to 
be leaking. Engineering recommended acid resistant resin coated fiberglass 
troughs for containment to correct this problem. The water is being diverted to 
prevent additional discharges from outfall 017. 

A follow-up letter was sent in March informing OEPA of our plans to replace 
the present piping and manhole system with interlocking fiberglass troughs 
cemented in place. ·Purchase order issued, and all materials received. Troughs 
and pipes are in place, pumps and project should be complete in AugusL 

WCl\11 02945 



· ·· • ,,.JUN-22-'93 TUE 09:11 JD:WCI ACID REGEN BLDG TEL NO:H• .... 216•E418734 11370 P02 

WCI$'TEE! _ DI!PARTMENTAL CORRESPONDENCE 
AClb REGENERATioN PLANT 21 JuNE 93 

SUBJECT: ACTION PLAN FOR 115 POND DATE: 

To: P.T. KENNEY NO.: 

65 A RESULT OF THE W!:EKEND EKPIR.IMENTS TO DETERMINE THE SOURCE OF THE IJJW 
PH IN #5 POND, Wl: HAVE TAKEN THE :roU.OWING ST!PS TO R!DUCE OUR PROCESS 
WATER. OUTFIJJW TO THE TREATMENT Pu.NT: 

1) IUJ)UCED PUMP SEALING W .U!:R. TO A MINIMUM 

2) REDUCED THE: AMOUNT or WATER. WE HAVE RUNNING TO DILUTE DRIPS AND 
LEAKS 

' 
3) CWNED OUR INSIDE SUMP TO INCREI.SE THE VOLUME 

4) PHYSICAlLY DISCONNECTED THE INStD!: SUMP DISCHARGE FROM THE OUTSIDE 
SEWER u:.IDING TO .fS POND . 

S) DISCONTINUED UME ADDinONS TO THE INSIDE SUMP 

6) PREPARED FOR THE PUMPING AND STORAGE OF PROCESS WATER IN TANK #11, IF 
NECESSARY 

7) WERED OUR OPERATION-TO PUMP THE INSIDE SUMP PROCESS WATER INTO THE 
#6 PICKLER WPLSUMP FOR PROCESSING WITH THE WPL 

WE HAVE R!DUCED OUR WASTE WATER BY APPROXIMATELY 75ll THE PR!SENT VOLUME 
IS ABOUT 180 GPH. ALL WATER IS BEING Rl!:CYCLED THROUGH THE PLANT .U THIS TIME. . 
THE PH or OUR SUMP WATER JUMAINS AT L2 WITH AN ACID CONTENT or .5"-

R JM.COY 
SUPERVISOR 
t.CID REGENERATION 

WCI-R 003918 
\ 



--·---- JUN-22-'93 TUE 09:11 ID:WCI ACID REGEN BLDG TEL N0:••·••••216•8418734 !1370 P01 

._ __ 
0818 ,. Na. of Shaelll ......... ~/Jj/~s 9~ ~Pi 

T; Fallaw 
Facslmlle Transmission Ticket 

Name ~- Tat Nbr. ~~n ... - ft~fnMi£;'tl2t,_i(r. -To: I. "§lli£PJI t2.. 2.. l(N V'll~,., M f!f._.., ;?l {.,. 
Name Dapannent Tel Nbr. (73(;. 

From: RJ t1~c,y f/-.~11) ;ztj{~,_, 

Type of. Document: 
Sel\dar.. Please number sheets to be transmitted. aa: 1 ot X, 2 ot X, 3 of X. etc. This will halp prevent ahaata being lost or mlsolracted altha 

racelved location. 

WCI-R 003919 





WCI$1~~!. 

May 21, 1993 

Mr. Ermelindo Gomes 
Ohio EPA 
Northeast District Office 
2110 East Aurora Road 
Twinsburg, Ohio 44097 

Dear Mr. Gomes: 

WCI Steel, Inc., Warren Plant 
Acid Rinse Water Leak to Outfall 013 and 

Follow Up on Oil Sheen at Outfall 002 

This letter is a follow up to my phone call of May 19, 1993, concerning the leakage of 

hydrochloric acid rinse water to a catch basin in the line from outfall 602 to outfall 013 on 

May 18, 1993. Spill Report attached. 

Monday, May 17, 1993, a slight sheen was still visible at outfall 002 (3 oil absorbent booms 

still in place). A combination of foundation and sewer. drawings for the Silicon and 

Galvanize buildings indicated a storm sewer in the slitter area drained to outfall 002 and 

not the Central Waste Water Treatment Plant (CWWTP) as previously believed. A balloon 

plug was placed in the 24" line and a pump installed to move the water to a sewer to the 

CWWfP. The sheen was gone about one hour after the plug was in place (1:00PM, May 

17, 1993). 

We had several vacuum trucks work on cleaning the slitter scrap balling pit area from May 

17through May 19, 1993. Thursday, May 20, 1993, the plug was removed and the sheen did 

not reappear. The 8" sewer from the slitter scrap balling pit will be permanently grouted. 

If you have any questions, please call me at (216) 841-8200. 

· erely, 

r Tho- 0 Shopk~ 
Manager 
Environmental Control 

yt 

Attachment 

WCI Steel, Incorporated 

1 040 Pine Avenue, SE 

Warren, OH 44483-6528 

[216) 841-8000 

~~~~aw~ 
MAY 2 6 1993 

COMPLIA1•~t SECTION 



LIUAUTH D":CH NO.: 1993-10 DATE: 00:•/21193 BY: T. 0. SHEFYEF: 
1 DATE OF DISCHARGE (J5/ 18/9~:. TIME 1 

-· 

SPILL REPORTED BY T. 0. SiiEf0 f::EF: TII·1E 2 

SF' I LL_ED HYDROCHLORIC ACID RI~!SATE. pH 

CWWTF' STOP!~ WATER CATCH BASIN 

BETWEEr~ 11) AND 100 GALL_ONS 

c~E.F'P: Fcr:.:·;or··~ c:::···JTr~j=TED 

DE:=·t~ Tf.l I·~C. 

~lAl".RESP.CENTER DATE 

NRC F'ERSJN CONTACTED 
) 1~::;: C. J D l'·-E::·. 

05,/1 '7'/9~:. 
C•S: OCo AM 

r· "":'" ..:.:. ~ __ ·, 

01? 

GEPA REGIONAL OFFICE DA.TE 
'216-425-9171) TIME 

OEPA PERSGN CONTACTED ERM GOMES (PHONE MAIL) 

TRUMBULL CO EMA/LEF'C DAlE 
( 216-·~ ?L:J-2666) T I !YJE 

COUNTY PERSON CONTACTED 

, . AFFECTS ON HLJMAN HEALTH OR ENVIRONMENT : NONE 

~- CAUSE OF INCIDENT : EVERY TWO YEARS WE ACID CLEAN THE LIME DEPOSITS OUT THE 3. ":" 1-JASTE ~,P,TEF: LI~iE FF:Ot1 THE BOF TO THE CEIHF:AL WrO;STE WATEF: TREATi'!Et-F ~T. AFTER THE LINE WAS ACID FLUSHED. SERVICE WATER WAS USED TO RINSE THE C:. tHE C::F'EF:r'ITIJR AT THE Cl.J~I'f-~-"ffi!;:''t.:TNE NOTICED ~>iATER CDi"ii>·lG OUT OF THE JND AT THE POINT WHERE THE PDF LINE CAME OUT OF THE GROUND AND FLOW INTO A ~BY CA~CH BASIN. THE FLUSHING WAS IMMEDIATLY STOPPED. 

~. CONTAINMENT AND CLEANUP INITIATED 8:40 FM 

COMF'LETED 8: 4') F'M 

0. CORRECTIVE ACTIONS TAKEN : THE LINE WAS REPAIRED AND FLUSHED WITH VICE WATER BEFORE BEING PLACED BACK IN OPERATION. THE WATER WHICH FLOWED TO CATCH BASIN WAS TESTED AND A pH OF 2.3 OBTAINED. OUTFALL 013 WAS TESTED AND ~0 TO HAVE A pH OF 9.0. 

DATE LETTER SENT TO AGENCY 

2. DATE LETTER REC"D FROM AGENCY 
DATE INCIDENT CLOSED 

BY 

007767 

05/21/93 



WCIST~~L 
May 14, 1993 

Ermelindo Gomes 
0 hio EPA, Northeast District Office 
2110 East Aurora Road 
Twinsburg, Ohio 44087 

Dear Mr. Gomes: 

Contact Water Flow Through Blast Furnace Ditch 
to LTV Coke Plant Outfall 

Wednesday afternoon at 3:00PM, May 12, 1993, during an inspection by USEPA's Mark 
Conti and Larry Lins, hot water was found flowing toward LTV's coke plant through the 
concrete storm water trench. Sand was placed in the trench at about 5:30 PM to curtail 
flow. 

An excavation of the piping system which is located around the slag pit indicated that the 
southeast manhole had been struck and the cover had dropped into the manhole basin 
blocking the line and causing it to back up and flow into the storm water trench. 

Thursday the manhole was opened and Duke Sanitary, the vacuum truck company, cleaned 
out the lines. The sand was left in the sewer as a precaution. 

If you have any questions, please call me at (216) 841-8200. 

Thomas 0. Sbepker 
Manager 
Environmental Control 

TOS:yt 

cc: Rick Zavoda-LTV 

WCI Steel, Incorporated 

1040 Pine Avenue, SE 

Warren, OH 4.4483-6528 

[2161841-8000 





WCI~!"EE!. 
BY TELECOPY THEN BY U.S. ~WL 

\1ay ll. 1993 

Ermelindo Gomes 
Ohio EPA Northeast District 
2110 East Aurora Road 
Twinsburg, Ohio 44087-1969 

Dear Mr. Gomes: 

Follow Up to my Letter of April 30, 1993 
and Telephone Call of May 7, 1993 

The work on the dike and the ditch (called 6 A) was extended south from 6 pond the week 
of May 2, 1993, in order to incorporate all areas where leaks from 6 pond have occurred in 
the past. The excavation proceeded as far south as the backhoe could safely operate by May 
6, 1993. Late in the afternoon of May 6, oil droplets were noted coming to the surface of 
the Mahoning River opposite the southern end of the excavation. Oil booms had been 
placed off shore from the excavation area two weeks earlier when the river bank slid in case 
any other slips should occur. The boom contained the oil. A call to OEP A's Twinsburg 
office Thursday evening was greeted by the message that the phones are only accessible 
from 8:00 am to 5:00 pm prompting me to request your phone mail number the following 
morning. Friday, May 7, 1993, WCI's large oil boom was stretched across the river to make 
sure we can continue to catch any oil which may appear on the river. We continue to look 
for the source. 

The oil sheen at outfall 007, which was discovered Thursday evening, May 6, 1993 and 
reported the morning of May 7, 1993, appeared and smelled like kerosene or fuel oil. The 
kerosene tank was checked and manhole covers in the area were pulled but nothing was 
found. By May 7, 1993 only a slight sheen was visible. Duke Sanitary, our vacuum 
company, inspected the boom on the weekend and kept it properly deployed and vacuumed 
any accumulation. Monday, May 10, there was no visible sheen and the absorbent socks 
(booms) were removed on Tuesday morning, May 11. We can only speculate that some 
kerosene degreaser was inadvertently discarded in a rain water catch basin. 

There is still a light sheen present on outfall 002 and the absorbent booms are still in place. 
Duke continued to vacuum off the greenish foam which accumulates. There still does not 
appear to be any sheen reaching the river. The analyses we have requested on the green 

WCI Steel, Incorporated 

1 040 Pme Avenue, SE 

Warren, OH 4.4483~528 

1216) 84 1-8000 



Ermelindo Gomes 
May 11, 1993 
Page 2 

foam have been inconclusive. We have sent samples of paint and oil used in the area to the 

laboratory to see if we can find a match. I will continue to keep you informed. 

If you have any questions, please call me at (216) 841-8200. 

~erely, ~ \:, C, ,,l,'r.~' 
/ ! ';-c()-?'U:·'-~./~·~t/~10; 

Thomas 0. Shepker 
Mgr. Environmental Control 

TOS:yt 



Environmental Control 
Monthly Report · April 1993 

Unauthorized Discharge 02/03/93 

May 6, 1993 

OEPA was notified that during a routine inspection of outfall 017 a 20 GPM 
flow of 2 pH water was found from this storm water only outfall. Subsequent 
inspections found the #6 Pickler rinse and scrubber water sewer catch basins 
to be leaking. Engineering is looking in to acid resistant resin coated fiberglass 
troughs for containment to correct this problem. The water is being divened 
to prevent additional discharges from outfall 017. 

A follow-up letter was sent in March informing OEPA of our plans to replace 
the present piping and manhole system with interloclting fiberglass troughs 
cemented in place. Purchase order issued. Project to be completed in June. 

Unauthorized DjschatR 

4/f1J/93 Oil sheen at outfall 008 reponed, but not visible on river. Note 
saying we believe it not to be reponable, sent .to OEPA/USEPA. 

4/ZJ/93 S to 10 GPM flow through the dike wall at 6A pond to Mahoning 
River. Ditching corrected problem. 

4/29/93 Oil sheen from outfall 002 (Coated Products). Possibly gear lube oil 
from galvanize basement flooding. Still occurring in May. Under investigation. 

wcrw 02964 





WCISTEE!. 
April 30, 1993 

Ermelindo Gome~; 
Ohio EPA Northeast District 
2110 East Aurora Road 
Twinsburg, OH 44087-1969 

Intermittent Seepage Through 6A Pond Dike During Excavation 
and an Oil Sheen on Outfall 002 4/29/93 

Dear Mr. Gomes: 

WCI Steel began an excavation project to insure capture of any seepage from 6 Pond the 

week of April 18, 1993. First the dike around 6A pond was built up with concrete pieces 

used as riprap along the river and slag and refractory material to reinforce the dike. The 

purpose of reinforcing and raising the dike was to further prevent the river from inundating 

6A pond and to support a large backhoe to be used to dig a deep trench along the base. of 

the dike for 6 pond, lower than river level to prevent the exfiltration qf waste water to the 

river. 

On Wednesday, April 21, 1993, a 20' section of 6A pond dike slid between three and four 

feet toward the river because of the weight of the backhoe. An oil boom was set up in case 

any oil should seep through this material. Additional concrete was placed in the low area 

created by the slip. 

!-inspected the area Wednesday and Thursday and did not see any seepage through the 6A 

dike. During an inspection on Friday, I noticed a 5 to 10 GPM flow below the surface of 

the river in the area where the bank had slid. It appeared to be intermittent, probably being 

influenced by the level in 6A pond. 

We called the Waste Water Treatment Plant and asked them to lower the level in 6 pond 

from 60" to 45" to reduce the seepage from 6 pond to 6A pond and any subsequent leakage 

to the river. The CWWTP reduced the level of 6 pond to 48" on Sunday before a 2" rainfall 

started increasing the pond level. Because of the rain, the river level went up several feet, 

nearly to the top of the heightened 6A dike, obscuring the area where we had noted the 

leak. 

Excavation of the base of 6 pond dike was accomplished the week of April 25, 1993. On 

Thursday, April29, 1993 the river level dropped sufficiently and cleared s9 we could see the 

area where the leak was observed on April 23, 1993 and there was no seepage. 

The 6A pond is now lower than the Mahoning River so that any seepage which could occur 

will be from the river to 6A pond. 

WCI Sleel, Incorporated 

1 040 Pine Avenue, SE 

Warren, OH 44463-6528 

{2161 841-BOOO oiCl-H'<l 009'57b 



Ermelindo Gomes 
April 30, 199:J 
Page 2 

April 29, 1993 the sampler noted a sheen on outfall 002 during sampling. An investigation 
was begun i=ediately. The sheen increased and two booms were placed between the 
outfall and the Mahoning, eliminating the sheen. The investigation continued without 
finding a source. A local vacuum truck service was contacted and worked through the night 
cleaning up any oil sheen which accumulated behind the booms and your office was notified. 

We believe the oil sheen originated from a break in a water line on April 24, 1993 and 
April . 25, 1993 which dumped about a million gallons of water in the galvanize line 
basement submerging many gear boxes. The floor drains flow to our CWWfP but the 
basement may have overflowed to an outside catch basin which goes to outfall 002. The 
river was high from rains on April 24 and April 25 and it was April 29, 1993 before it was 
low enough to allow the oil to flow to the outfall. There is still a slight sheen as of April 
30, 1993, which we continue to catch with the booms. 

If you have any questions, please call me at (216) 841-8200. 

:~~~ t Tho- 0. Shopku 
Manager 
Environmental Control 

TOS:yt 

c: M. I.antner 
P. Schillawski 

WCI-HW 009577 



fJ EAGlEBROOK. INC. 
17877 St. Clair Ave., Cleveland, OH 44110 • (216) 486-9100 • (800) 362-7896 • Fax: (216) 486-4131 

April 26, 1993 

Mr. Keith 
WCI Steel 
1040 Pine 
Warren OH 

McLaughlin 
Inc. 
Ave. S.W. 

44483 

RE: Recycling of Spent Hcl Acid 

Dear Keith: 

We confirm that your spent Hcl acid is used for recycling .in 
waste water plants after we process it. All waste that we 
receive for recycling is filtered and/or blended to a specific 
customers needs. 

Any waste that we may generate is shipped off as our waste to a 
TSD facility. 

Very truly yours, 

EAGLEBROOK OF OHIO, INC. 
Resource Recovery Divis"on 

~c: 
James C. Yorko Sr . 

. Manager 



WCISTEEL 

COATED PRODUCTS DEPARTMENT SUPERVISORS RECEIVING SEMI-ANNUAL HAZARDOUS WASTE 

TRAINING. 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

Charlie Brekoski 

Paul Gano 

Bill Knight 

Joe Len 

Joe Mayor 

Bill Reidel 

Jake Reis 

WCI Steel, Incorporated 

1 040 Pine Avenue, SE 

Warren, OH 44483-6528 

(216) 841-8000 



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
REGION 5 

DATE: :MI 2 G 19113 

SUBJECT: 

fROM: 

RCRA Inspection at: Warren Con~olidated Industries 
OHD 060 409 521 

( 

Joseph Boyle, Chief ~JrtJ• 
RCRA Enforcement Branc~' 

TO: Alfons Winklhofer, Chief 
Eastern District Office 

This memo serves as a request for the Eastern District Office to conduct a 
RCRA Compliance Evaluat.ion Inspection at the Warren Consolidated Industries 

. (WCI) facility located in Warren, Ohio. This facility was identified as a 
multi-media inspection candidate for FY '93 during the September 17, 1992, 
Region _5 Litigation Screening Committee meeting. ESD is responsible for 
coordinating this inspection. 

Ken Bardo is available to provide and discuss background information on RCRA 
for the WCI facility. He can be reached at (312) 886-7566. 



, WCISTEE! 
January 28, 1993 

Mr. Ermelindo Gonies 
Ohio EPA 
Northeast District Office 
2110 East Aurora Road 
Twinsburg, Ohio 44087 

WCI Steel, Inc. 
Warren Plant 

NPDES Permit 3ID0007fAD 
January 1, 1993 Discharge thm Outfall 009 

Dear Mr. Gomes: 

The chemical analyses for the period we had a discharge from outfall 009 are included with 
this letter. Analyses for outfalls 009, 013, 602, and intcLke 804 are included. The combined 
effluents for outfalls 009 and 602 for the December 31, 1992 through January 1, 1993, 24-
hour period were as follows: 

OIL& 
OliTFALL SOLIDS GREASE LEAD Zl~I£ TEI'RACHL NAP !filiAL 

602 65.86 21.95 .1.~~ 

009 4.03 3.42 .003 .041> .0004 

TOTAL 69.89 25.37 .003 ·.184 .0004 

Pennit Limit 301KGJD 129KG/D 1.88KG/D 2.44KG/D .038KG/D 65 

The 2.5 pH for outfall 009 is the only exceedence for the discharge period. 

9.0 
2.5 

9.0 

As you recall from our phone conversation on December 31, 1992, my letter of January 4, 
1993 and your inspection on January 11, 1993, heavy rains had elevated the pond level to 
nearly the overflow point. The increased head pressure ruptured a weld in the weir plate 
causing a discharge to occur. 

Under normal river conditions, we would have caught this leak and pumped it back to the 
lagoon, however, the river was at flood stage and outfall 009 was inundated. 

Repairs have been made to the weir but we are unable to totally eliminate the leak. To 
prevent a reoccurrence, we are temporarily installing a balloon in the pipe for outfall 009 
and will allow the weir basin to fill to pond level. When weather and production levels 
allow us to significantly lower the pond level, we will block off the weir, pump the weir basin 
out on both sides of the weir and make the necessary repairs to totally stop the leak. 

During the period we sampled, several observations were made by myself and the sampler 

WCI Steel, Incorporated 

1040 Pine Avenue, SE 

Warren, OH 44483-6528 

(216) 841-8000 



Mr. Ermelindo Gomes 
January 28, 1993' 
Page 2 

from American Analytical, Bob Shepard. Flows from about 25 GPM to a trickle well under 
1 GPM were observed. We estimate the average flow to be 5 GPM for the entire period 
of 24 hours when observable flows occurred. 

If you need additional information or have any questions, please call me at (216) 841-8200. 

Sincerely, 

Thomas 0. Shepker 
Manager 
Environmental Control 

TOS/yt 

Enclosures 

cc: M. Lantner 
P. Schillawski 



AMERICAN ANALYTICAL LABORATORIES, INC. 

INDUSTRIAL HYGIENE AND ENVIRONMENTAL SCIENCES 

840 S. MAIN STREET 
AKRON, OHIO 44311-1516 
(216) 535-1300 

. Pg. 2 

WORK ORD~R #: 93~01-001 

SAMPLES RECEIVED: 01/01/93 
ANALYSIS REPORTED: 01/11/93 

SAMPLE ANALYSIS REPORT 

SAMPLE ID 
AAL LAB # 

DATE COLLECTED 

PARAMETER(S) RESULT(S) UNITS 

G-130 01/01/93 14:15:00 
9301001-03 

Conduit Flow AF MGD 
pH 7.5 s.u. 

Water Temperature 65 F 
Lead 11 ug/L 

Thallium I Furnace < 10 ug/L. 
Zinc :zoo ug/L 

Oil & Grease, Total 2 mg/L 
Ammonia as N <0.10 mg/L 

cyanide (Total) ·<!L 0.1.0 mg/L 
Phenol <5 ug/L 

Residue, Total(Nonfilter) No Sample mg/L 

G-602 Field Blank 01/01/93 
9301001-04 

Naphthalene < 10 ug/L 
Tetrachloroethylene < 5.0 ug/L 

G-090· 01/01/93 12:35:00 
9301001-05 

Conduit Flow 0.007 MGD 
pH 2.5 s.u. 

Naphthalene 15 ug/L 
Lead 95 ug/L 
Zinc . 1800 ug/L 

Tetrachloroethylene < 5.0 ug/L 
Oil & Grease, Total 129 mg/L 

Residue, Total(Nonfilter) 152 mg/L 

METHOD(S) 

AAL SPECIAL 
EPA 150.1 
EPA 170.1 
EPA 239.2 
EPA 279.2 
EPA 289.1 
EPA 413.1 
EPA 350.3 
EPA 335.2 
EPA 420.1 
EPA 160.2 

EPA 625 
EPA 624 

AAL SPECIAL 
EPA 150.1 
EPA 625 
EPA 239.1 
EPA 289.1 
EPA 624 
EPA 413.1 
EPA 160.2 

The base-neutral surrogate recoveries for sample 93-0l-001-01E 
were out of control and re-extraction of this sample also had 
out of control surrogate recoveries. Therefore, the sample 
matrix may interfere with the naphthalene analysis. 

• ACCREDITED BY THE AMERICAN INDUSTRIAL HYGIENE ASSOCIATION • 



AMERICAN ANALYTICAL LABORATORIES, INC •. 
,Pg• 1 

WORK ORDER #: 93-01-001 

INDUSTRIALI-!YGIENE AND ENVIRONMENTAL SCIENCES 

840 S. MAIN STREET 
AKRON, OHIO 44311-1516 
(216) 535-1300 

WORK ID: Week #53 (Flood Sampling) 

SAMPLED BY: Robert E. Shepard of AAL 
SAMPLE TYPE: Water 

SAMPLES RECEIVED: 01/01/93 
ANALYSIS REPORTED: 01/11/93 

REPORT ISSUED TO: 

Dick Gradishar/Tom Shepker 
· WCI Steel, Incorporated 

1040.Pine Avenue, S.E. 
Warren, Ohio 44482-1550 

SAMPLE ANALYSIS REPORT 

SAMPLE ID 
AAL LAB # 

DATE COLLECTED 

PARAMETER(S) RESULT(S) UNITS 

G-602 01/01/93 13:20:00 
9301001-01 

Conduit Flow 1.160 MGD 
pH (max) 9.7 s.u; 
pH (min) 9.0 s.u. 

Naphthalene < 10 ugjL 
Lead <' 25 ugjL 
Zinc 31 ugjL 

Tetrachloroethylene < s.o ug/L 
Oil & Grease, . Total 5 mg/L 

Residue, Total(Nonfilter) 15 mg/L 

G-804 01/01/93 13:50:00 
9301001-02 

Conduit Flow 36.000 MGD 
pH 7.7 s.u. 

Water Temperature 44 F 
Copper 10 ug/L 

Lead 13 ugjL 
Thallium I Furnace < 10 ug/L 

Zinc 26 Ug/L 
Oil & Grease, Total 1. mg/L 

Ammonia as N <0.10 mgfL 
cyanide {Total) <0.010 mg/L 

Phenol <S llg/L 
Residue, Total(Nonfilter) 85 mgjL 

METHOD{S) 

AAL SPECIAL 
EPA i50.1 
EPA 150.1 
EPA 625 
EPA 239.1 
EPA 289.1 
EPA 624 
EPA 413.1 
EPA 160.2 

AAL SPECIAL 
EPA 150.1 
EPA 170.1 
EPA 220.2 
EPA 239.2. 
EPA 279.2 
EPA 289.1 
EPA 413.1 
EPA 350.3 
EPA 335.2 
EPA 420.1 
EPA 160.2 

The base-neutral surrogate recoveries for sample 93-01-001-01E 
were out of control and re-extraction of this sample also had 
out of control surrogate recoveries~ Therefore, the sample 
matrix may interfere with the naphthalene analysis. 

• ACCREDITED BY THE AMERICAN INDUSTRIAL HYGIENE ASSOCIATION • 





WCISTEE!. 
February 10, 1993 

Mr. Murray Lantner 
Water Division 
US EPA, Region 5 
Compliance Section 
77 West Jackson Blvd. (WCC-15J) 
Chicago, Ill. 60604-3590 

Dear Mr. Lantner: 

~~©!EUW\1~ 
- r • , , -. 

COMPLIANCE ~tC I iON 

The water under outfall 004 was vacuumed up on February 9, 1993 at 4:00 P.M. 

Our security guards log the river level when it reaches 91 ft. on our gauge. A copy of the 
December 31, 1992 log is included. 

A copy of the No. 6 Pickler Discharge Report is also enclosed. 

s .. ·i·n· c. erely, 
1 

(! ( 
1

.· .I 
X~u4~ 

. Thomas 0. Shepker 
' Manager 
Environmental Control 

TOS:yt 

Enclosures 

WCI Steel, Incorporated 

l 040 Pine Avenue, SE 

Warren, OH 44483-6528 

[216) 841-8000 
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Disposition
'----------

-~ Date, ___ By ____ _ 
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WCI !i!'55!. 
February 9. !9lJ3 

:'vir. Ermelindo Gomes 
Ohio EPA 
Northeast District Office 
2110 East Aurora Road 
Twinsburg, Ohio 44087 

Re: Outfall 017 Flow 

Dear Mr. Gomes: 

A routine inspection of the outfalls by Dick Gradishar on February 3, 1993, indicated no flow from outfall 017. During a similar inspection on Thursday, February 4, 1993, Dick found approximately 20 GPM of water coming from this outfall. He took a sample and found the pH to be about two. At this time. Dick got a plug and plugged the outfall. When outfall 017 is plugged. the water backs up and flows to the main sewer to the Central Waste Water Treatment Plant. 

Thursday, we began pulling all blueprints on the No. 6 Pickler sewer system including the sewer to outfall 017. A visual inspection was made and the exposed manhole covers were located. 

Friday morning, while inspecting the pickle rinse water sewer system which parallels outfall 017 sewer system, a leaking manhole was discovered. The No.6 pickier was shut down and a bypass line was installed before No. 6 pickier was put back in service. 
Saturday, February 6, 1993, an acid resistant grout was poured into the leaking sump -(manhole). The sump was tested on Monday with water and still found to be leaking. A meeting was held Monday afternoon and it was decided to test all eight (8) sumps (manholes) for leakage and line them with an acid resistant plastic or resin material and the plastic lines between the sumps will be pressure checked. The outfall 017 sewer will be checked with a TV camera and the break, when located, will be repaired. 
I will write you a complete summary of all act1vities when the repairs are complete. If you have any questions or need additional information, please call me at 216-841-8200. 
Sincerely, , -- ... ~- .--, /.- -

,~U~:~ 
y 

, Thomas 0. Shepker. 
Manager 
Environmental Control 

yt WCJ Steel. IncorporaTed 

I 040 Pine Avenue. SE 

Warren. OH 44483-6528 
[2161 841-8000 

007757 
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WCIS'TEE! 
January 4, 1993 

Mr. Ermelindo Gomes 
Ohio EPA 
Northeast District Office 
2110 East Aurora Road 
Twinsburg, Ohio 44087 

Dear Mr. Gomes: 

~. 
J '"'(. 

WCI Steel, Inc., Warren Plant 
NPDES Permit 31000071• AD 

Discharges from Outfall 009 &.nd 601 

In reference to our phone conversation of December 31, 1992, WCI Steel discharged water 
through outfalls 009 and a modified 601 because of an act of God (approximately 3" of rain 
from December 28 through December 31, 1992). 

Because of excessive rains the last three days of 1992, the Blast Furnace recycle system was 
filled to capacity and a blowdown of 100 GPM was taken on December 31, 1992 from 7:50 
AM to 10:10 AM. The Blast Furnace non-contact water pumps then failed and 601 was shut 
down from lack of pressure. A hose was run from the recycle surge tank and 27,000 gallons 
of water were discharged between 12:55 PM and 2:55 PM. the tank was refilled and 13,000 . 
gallons was discharged between 3:00 PM and 4:00 PM to the same line where 601 
discharges. A total of 54,000 gallons was discharged from 601. American Analytical Labs 
set up a sampler and monitored the discharge. 

The excessive rain caused the #6 pond to reach 115" at 9:00AM on December 31, 1992. 
The increased head pressure caused a weir plate weld to break at 9:00 AM allowing about 
25 GPM to escape. Normally we would be able to capture this water and return it to the 
pond but the river was at flood stage. The rain had stopped in the morning and the pond 
level was: 115'' 9:00AM 12/31/92 

114" 2:00PM 12/31/92 
105" 12:00 PM 12/31/92 
102" 8:00 AM 01/01/93 

By 8:00 AM on January I, 1993 the· flow was reduced to a trickle (less than 1 GPM). 
American Analytical set up an auto sampler and collected a composite sample during the 
discharge period along with samples from outfall 602. The weir will be repaired when the 
pond level can be sufficiently reduced to prevent reoccurrence. 

WCI ~leel. Incorporated 

1040 Pine Avenue, SE 

Warren, OH 44483-6528 

1216) 841-8000 
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Mr. Ermelindo Gomes 
January 4, 1993 
Page 2 

The analytical results will follow with the 4500s for December. 

If you have any questions please call me at (216) 841-8200. 

·Zo~ I~- 0. Shopk« 
Manager 
Environmental Control 

cc: M. Lantner 
P. Schillawski 
R. Gradishar 



WCI S'TEE!. 
December 19, 1992 

Ms. Kris Switzer 
Ohio EPA, NEDO 
2110 East Aurora Road 
Twinsburg, Ohio 44087 

Dear Ms. Switzer: 

Annual Hazardous Waste Compliance 
Inspection of December 3, 1992 

Please be advised that the contingency plans were mailed to twelve public emergency 
response organizations and ten vendor responders by registered mail with the "Emergency 
Response Agreement" forms included and self-addressed stamped envelopes. To date we 
have received 20 of 22 notices of delivery and 13 of 22 emergency response agreements. 

During the inspection, you advised us that date, time and inspector must show on the Acid 
Plant safety equipment inspection form. A copy of the revised form and a completed copy 
are attached. 

I believe this should resolve the issues we discussed during the inspection. If you should 
need additional information, please call me at (216) 841-8200. 

Sincerely, 

r1t U-U/?~0.~ Q · 
Thomas 0. Shepker 

'~ Manager 
Environmental Control 

TOS/yt 

Attachments-2 

cc: Tom Roth, OEPA NEDO 

WCI Steel, Incorporated 

I 040 Pine Avenue. SE 

Warren, OH 44483-6528 
{216} 841-8000 



SAFETY EQUIPMENT 

DATE: _________ __ 

:ONTROL ROOM: 
SCOTT AIR PACK ( 2 ) 
OXYGEN TANK ( 1 ) 

STRETCHER ( 1 ) 

INTERCOM ( 1 ) 

FIRE EXTINGUISHER ( 1 ) 

DUMP .ROOM: 
FIRE EXTINGUISHER ( 2 ) 
SAFETY SHOWER ( 1 ) 

LAB: 
FIRE EXTINGUISHER (1) ________ _ 

_ OCKER ROOM: 
FIRE EXTINGUISHER (1) ________ _ 

)FFICES: 
FIRE EXTINGUISHER (1) ________ _ 
INTERCOM ( 1 ) _____ _ 

FIRE EXTINGUISHER (1) ________ _ 
INTERCOM ( 1 ) _______ _ 

4CID TRUCK UNLOADING/LOADING STATION: 
SAFETY SHOWER ( 1 ) ____ _ 
INTERCOM ( 1 ) ________ _ 

MOTOR CONTROL ROOM: 
FIRE EXTINGUISHER ( 1 ) __ .;__ ____ _ 

CPL TAN~. ARE.A.: 
SAFETY SHOWER ( 1 ) ________ _ 

rt:SPECTED !JY: 



SAFETY EQUIPMENT 

------------=----================== 

:ONTROL ROOM: 
SCOTT AIR PACK ( 2 ) v 
OXYGEN TANK ( 1 ) 1.---

STRETCHER ( 1 ) ,__... 

INTERCOM ( 1 ) v 
FIRE EXTINGUISHER ( 1 ) L--

PUMP ROOM: 
FIRE EXTINGUISHER ( 2 ) 
SAFETY SHOWER ( 1 ) 

LAB· 
FIRE EXTINGUISHER ( 1 ) 

_oc·,ER ROOM: 
FIRE EXTINGUISHER ( 1 ) 

FIRE EXTINGUISHER (1) ~ 

INTERCOM (1) v-

FIRE EXTINGUISHER (1) ___ ~-------
INTERCOM (1) ___ ~~-------

AClJ TRUCK UNLOADING/LOADING STATION: 
SAFETY SHOWER (1) __ ~~~-----
INTERCOM ( 1 ) __ ...= __ _ 

MOTOR CONTROL ROOM: 
FIRE EXTINGUISHER ( 1 >-~---

CPL TAN~. ARE.b.: 
SAFETY SHOWER (/ 

(1) __ ~--

r::srrcn:r: !lY: 

DATE: I]- ~/- 71-

TI~'I': 0 "tOO 





mao oN: LRcRIS _ FO LOG usEPA LOG cJ LOG FILE 

State of Ohio Environmental P~otection Agency 

ENTEREO: ~CRIS _ FO LOG _ USEPA LOG -· CJ LOG 
RCRJS ENTRY codEs, (EVALULATION) Olb (ENFORCEMENT) __ _ 

CEI _LC1 QT!jER INITIAL NOV FOLLOW-UP NOV _ 

ONLY 

Northeast District Office 
2110 E. Aurora Road 
Twinsburg. Ohio 44087-1969 

RECEIVED --" '1 9 19~~- fUll RTC tU_, - ,.1 
--;ARTIAL RTC - LOR L SENT TO USEPA: YES_ NO_ 

TO'.......... ""'... ,. ..... ~ 

(216)425-9171 
WMD RCRA /JitiYVI_A . 1 

R£CORD CENTER c_., ~([ -d-~ George V. Voinovich 
Governor FAX (216) 487-0769 

,' . _/' 

December 16, 1992 

CERTIFIED MAIL 

Mr. Thomas 0. Shepker 
Manager - Environmental Control 
WCI Steel, Inc. 
1040 Pine Ave. SE 
Warren, Ohio 44483-6528 

Dear Mr. Shepker: 

RE: WCI STEEL, INC. 
OHD 060 409 521 
#02-78-0184 
TRUMBULL COUNTY 

r.~:ct:IV!EC 
OHIO EP!l 

tJEC 1? 1992 
\Y'IJI ,.._'"We ~M~<?Je e; 1:!1~~ 

A hazardous waste compliance inspection was conducted December 3, 1992, 
at WCI Steel, Inc., in Warren, Ohio. The inspection was conducted by 
Kristen Switzer and Tom Roth, representing Ohio EPA. You, Mr. Keith 
McLaughlin, and Mr. David Calderwood represented WCI Steel, Inc.; during 
the inspection. 

No violations of state and federal hazardous waste regulations were noted 
during the inspection. 

The following issues were discussed during the inspection and 
subsequently resolved at Ohio EPA-NEDO: 

1. Requirements for contingency plan agreement updates. WCI Steel, 
Inc., should renew contingency plan agreements with state and local 
emergency authorities under the new facility name as planned. In 
the future, contingency plan agreement updates should be obtained in 
the event of a major modification in the plan. Any revisi"Cms to the 
contingency plan should be submitted to emergency authorities as 
they occur. 

2. Requirements for turnover of hazardous waste stored in the permitted 
28,300 gallon capacity pickling lines sump. WCI Steel, Inc., has 
been demonstrating turnover of this unit every 90 days. Turnover 
time of hazardous waste stored in a permitted tank system must be 
demonstrated once a year. 

3. Regulatory status of the facility's silicon settling tank currently 
operated as a < 90 storage tank if acid from this tank is 
recirculated through the pickling line. In this case, the silicon 
settling· tank would become a process unit no longer under the 
regulatory authority of the hazardous waste rules. Ninety day 
turnover of the materials in this tank would not need to be 
documented if this tank becomes a process tank as described during 
the compliance inspection and above. 

@ Printed on recycled paper 



Mr. Thomas o. Shepker 
December 16, 1992 
Page -2-

f. 

Enclosed are copies of the inspection checksheets. If you have questions 
regarding the inspection or information presented in this correspondence, 
please contact me at (2167) 963-1107. 

Environmental Scientist 
Division of Hazardous Waste 
Management 

KMS/fwn 

cc: Paul Anderson, DHWM, NEDO 
Laurie. :Stevenson DHWM}~HGO< 



WCISTE5! 
November 16, 1992 

Mr. Ermelindo Gomes 
Ohio Environmental Protection Agency 
Northeast District Office 
2110 East Aurora Road 
Twinsburg, Ohio 44087 

Mr. Mark Horwitz (5HS-26) 
U.S. EPA, Region V 
230 South Dearborn Street 
Chicago, Illinois 60604 

Gentlemen: 

Ohio Environmental 
Protection Agency 
Emergency Response 
P. 0. Box 1049 
Columbus, Ohio 43266 

• .. ··_; 

Trumbull County Emergency 
Response 
160 High Street 
Warren, Ohio 44481 

Incident NRC No. 144319, OEPA No. 9211-78-4786 

On November 11, 1992, at 8:05 AM, the top of the regenerated hydrochloric acid storage 
tank failed releasing approximately 1,400 gallons of 18% hydrochloric acid. The acid fell 
about 40 feet into the secondary containment. A portion of the acid hit the pedestal the 
tank was sitting on and splashed on the concrete pad on the west and north sides of the tank 
farm, the truck load out pad and roadway on the east side of the tank farm. We estimated 
that 200 to 300 gallons of acid missed the secondary containment. 

The acid which landed on the concrete was hosed into the pump room sump and pumped 
to a tank. The acid on the truck pad was hosed into the spent acid sump and handled as 
if it were spent acid. A front end loader with a bucket of lime was called immediately and 
arrived about 8:25 AM and dumped lime on the two catch basins which drained the affected 
area and on the portion of the roadway which was splashed by acid. 

It was raining heavily at the time of the failure and an estimated two to ten gallons of acid 
splashed around a storm water only catch basin and was carried to the Mahoning River via 
a storm water only outfall. A pH range of 2.0 to 2.5 was obtained from the variable 20 to 
30 GPM flow from this outfall. The rain continued all day so a plug was located and 
installed in the storm water sewer pipe causing the water to back up and flow to a sewer 
which goes to the central waste water treatment plant. The pH of the central waste water 
treatment plant actually went up after the spill instead of down because of the lime dumped 
on the roadway and catch basins to neutralize the acid. Two companies with vacuum trucks 
at our site were brought in and vacuumed up any residual acid from the rain water puddles 
and then discharged it to our central waste water treatment plant. 

The acid tank contained 21,000 gallons of 18% HCL after the release. This acid was fed 
WCI Steel, Incorporated 

1040 Pine Avenue, SE 

Warren, OH 44483-6528 

(216) 841-8000 

007754 



Mr. Ermelindo Gomes 
November 16, 1992 
Page 2 

to the picklers and another acid storage tank. It took about five hours to empty the tank. 
When the tank was empty the tank top and a 4 ft high band of broken fiberglass were 
removed with a mobile crane and placed adjacent to the acid sump. One vacuum truck was 
held until the fractured sections were brought down about 4:00 PM as a contingency 
measure but was not needed. 

The incident was investigated on November 12, 1992. It was found that the vent line was 
submerged in the acid and the over-flow line leading to the spent acid sump was under 
water due to the hard rains. These two occurrences caused the tank to pressurize when 
being filled and created a vacuum when acid was being withdrawn. These conditions had 
probably occurred in the past and over time had caused the fiberglass to fatigue and finally 
rupture. The remaining 11 tanks will be inspected to make sure all vent lines are clear so 
this situation can not reoccur. 

This tank has only been used for acid and is therefore not covered in our part "B" hazardous 
waste storage permit application and closure plan. It was taken down, rinsed with water and 
samples of the final rinsate were taken to be analyzed. When analysis is received, proper 
disposal of the tank will be made. 

The residual lime which was dumped along the roadway was picked up and used to 
neutralize our waste water going to the central waste water treatment plant. 

If you have any questions, please call me at (216) 841-8200. 

Thomas 0. Shepker 
Manager 
Environmental Control 

TOS/yt 

007755 



UNAUTH DISCH NO.1 1992-14 DATE1 11/11/92 8V1 T.O.Shepker .: 

-*************************~•**************************************************• 

1. DATE OF DISCHARGE : 11/11/92 

2. SF'ILL REF'ORTED BY :T.O.SHEPKER 

TlMEl: 8:05AM 

TIME2: 8:30AM 

3. MATERIAL SF'ILLED :REGENERATED 18% HYDROCHLORIC ACID 

4. LOCATION OF SF'ILL :ACID REGENERATION PLANT TANK FARM 

WATERWAY AFFECTED : MAHONING RIVER OUTFALL NO. : Storm Water only outfall 

5. DISCHARGE QUANTITY :200 to 300 gallons on ground, 2 to 10 gallons to the river. 
6. AGENCY NOTIFICATIONS 

OEF'A EMER RESPONSE DATE 
CB00-282-93781 TIME 

OEF'A CONTACT 
OEF'A NO. 

11/11/92 
9:47 AM 
Gerry Cauley 
9211-78-4786 

NAT RESF' CENTER DATE : 11/11/92 
•: 800-4 24-8802 I TIME: 9:42 AM 

NF:C CONTACT: Yuska 
NF:C NO : 144319 

OEF·,; F:EGION<~L OF<"ICE: 
C:21b-4::5-9171> TIME: 9:46 

HOWLAND FIRE DEPT. 
CHIEF JOHN ROWLAND 
Dept. notified at 
10:00 AM, called 
back for details 
at 10:30 AM. 

OC:F'A ~:EGIDNAL cm.,;;,.:T: Recording - No one in today 
I:•;:,TE: 11/11/92 

11:00 AM 
Jim Erwin 
11/11/92 

EMERGENCY MGMT AGENCY: 
'3'i:.C-67771 TIME 

COUNH' CONTP,CT 
DATE 

9:55 AM 
Recording - Left details on voice mail 
11/11/92 

6 •. AFFECTS ON HUMAtJ HEALTH OF: EN'J IF:CINMENT: None 

7 CAUSE OF INC I DEI"-JT 1 Regenerated acid tank top section failed. Under investigation. 
Vent line submerged in acid, and overflow to spent acid sump under rain water caused 
tank to pressurize while filling and be urider a vacuum while emptying. This flexing 
of the side walls fatigued them causing the eventual failure. 

8. CONTAINMENT AND CLEANUP INITIATED: Immediately.8:05 AM. Acid around tank farm was 
hosed into the pump sump. At 8:25 AM lime ·was dumped on top of the catch basin leading 
to river.9:00 AM Vacuum truck ~began pumping residual acid/rain water and 
taking it to our waste water treatment plant. 

9. COF:F:ECTIVE ACTION TAKEN: The spilled acid was cleaned up where possible, neutralized 
and cleaned up where it could not be recovered. The tank vas taken down and cleaned 
for disposal. The remaining 11 tanks were inspected to make sure their vent lines were 
clear to prevent a future occurance. 

DATE LETTER REC"D FROM AGENCY: 
INCIDENT CLOSED: 

BY: 
DATE LETTEF: SENT TO AGENCY: 11/17/92 





September 16, 1992 

ML Ermelindo Gomes _ _ __ Qhi!.\¥fl~ffnmental Protection Agency 
Oh10 Envnonmental Protectwn Agency , "'''~ ·-•''•Ebe'f!tency Response 
Northeast District Office P. 0. Box 1049 
2110 East Aurora Road Columbus, Ohio 43266-0149 
Twinsburg, Ohio 44087 

Gentlemen: 
Unauthorized Discharge #9209-78-4061 

The twelve inch line from the Blast Furnace recycle water system primary sep8rator to the 
t1ight conveyor pit plugged at about 1:00 PM on September '15, 1992. The Blast Furnace 
was casting and could not shut down until the cast was complete (2:55 PM) without 
damaging the furnace. After shutdown, it took until 4:00 PM for all water flow to cease. 

The area around the sump was diked and vacuum trucks were used to pump out the sump 
to limit the overt1ow. The remaining water, which was escaping, was directed to a manhole 
which operating believed went to the flight conveyor pit. It was during a review of the 
incident the following day that we checked the location of the catch basin and found out it 
flowed to outfall 013. We immediately contacted your agency. Outfall 013 was being 
monitored the afternoon of September 15, 1992. 

To prevent reoccurrence, a manhole will be installed at the 90° bend where the blockage 
occurred. This will allow routine cleaning of the line. A second line will be installed if 
feasible from the primary separator to a manhole down stream from where the blockage 
occurred. 

If you have any questions or need additional information, please call me at (216) 841-8200. 
A copy of our internal discharge report is attached. 

~ely, on 
! .. j}VJ?,UJA c) ~1:;tt, 
Thomas 0. Shepker 
Manager 
Environmental Control 

TOS/ymt 

Attachment 

c: M. Lantner P. Schillawski, B. Sherwood 
WC! Steel, Incorporated 

1 040 Pine Avenue, SE 

Warren, OH 44483-6528 
(216) 841-8000 



'-'NAUTH DISCH I·JD. : 1992 - 13 DATE: 9/16/92 BY : T. 0 . SHEPKER 

~~·***~~*~·~******************************************************************** 

1. DATE OF DISCHARGE 9/15/92 TIME 1 : 1: 00 PM 

2. SPILL REPORTED BY T. 0. SHEPKER T I ~1E2: 4: 00 PM 

.,: ... MATER I ~>L :O:P I LLED UNTREATED BLAST FURNACE RECYCLE WATER 

4. LOCATION OF SPILL BLAST FURNACE 

WATERWAY AFFECTED MAHONING RIVER OUTf-1'\LL NO.: 3ID00071013 

5. DISCHARGE QUANTITY 400 GPM MINUS WHAT WAS COLLECTED IN VACUUM TRUCKS AND DIKED. 
~- AGENCY NOTIFICATIONS 

OEPA EMER RESPONSE DATE 
tB00-282-9378) TIME 

OEF'A CONH<CT 
OEF'Pt NO. 

NAT RESP CENTER DATE : 
'800-424-8802) TIME: 

~IF:C CONTP,CT: 
NF:C r.l() : 

9/16/92 
9:53 AM 
JULIE SMITH 
9209-78.-4061 

DEF'A REGIONAL OFFICE: 
<::lb·-•+2~>91 i1) TIME: 9:56AM 

CiEF'A PEG!Clt,AL CONTrOJCT: ERM GOMES 
D(-lTE: 9/16/92 

TRUMBLL CO E~iEPGEr~CY MGMT AGENCY~ 
,-:'S2-o777) TIME 
COUNTY CONTP,CT 

DIHE 

6. AFFECTS ON HUMAN HEAL. TH OR ENV I F:ONMENT: NONE 

7. CAUSE OF INC I DENT • BLOCKAGE IN THE WATER LINE FROM THE PRIMARY SEPARATOR TO THE FLIGHT CONVEYOR TANKS. THE FURNACE WAS CASTING AND WAS UNABLE TO SHUT DOWN UNTIL THE CAST WAS COMPLETE AT 2:55 PM. THE WATER HAD TOTALLY CEASED FLOWING BY 4:00 PM. THE ~JtEA P~OUND THE PRIMARY SEPARATOR SUMP WHICH OVERFLOWED WAS DIKED WHICH CONTAINED THE HEAVY SOLIDS AND SEVERAL THOUSAND GALLONS OF WATER.VACUUM TRUCKS WERE USED TO COLLECT AS MUCH WATER AS POSSIBLE AND TRANSPORT IT TO THE FLIGHT CONVEYOR PIT. 
8. CONTAINMENT AND CLEANUP INITIATED: 1:10PM 9/15/92 

COMPLETE: 10:00 AM 9/16/92 

9. COF:RECTIVE ACTION TAKEN: A MANHOLE WILL BE INSTALLED IN THE AREA OF THE BLOCKAGE SO THAT THE LINE CAN BE CLEANED DURING NORMAL MAINTENENCE AND QUICKLY IF IT BECOMES BLOCKED. ITSTALLATION OF A SECOND LINE FROM THE PRIMARY SEPARATOR TO THE. WATER TREATMENT PLANT WILL BE REVIEWED BE ENGINEERING FOR FEASIBILITY. 

DATE LETTER REC'D FROM AGENCY: 007753 
INCIDENT CLOSED: 

BY: 
DATE LETTER SENT TO AGENCY:9/16/92 



WCI$!"EEL 
September 14, 1992 

Mr. Ermelindo Gomes 
Ohio Environmental Protection Agency 
Northeast District Office 
2110 East Aurora Road 
Twinsburg, Ohio 44087 

Gentlemen: 

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency 
Emergency Response 
P. 0. Box 1049 
Columbus, Ohio 43266-0149 

Unauthorized Discharge #9209-78-3933 

While sampling our NPDES, sampler noticed a slight oil sheen coming from outfall 002 and 
projecting a couple meters into the Mahoning River. The sampler called the weekend 
environmental supervisor who came in and investigated the sheen by checking manholes 
which lead to outfall 002. Nothing was found and the sheen stopped after 2 hours. 

The mill was down an extra day for the Labor Day holiday and we believe this may have 
caused water levels to drop sufficiently to allow hydraulic oil from the August 7, 1992 
discharge to be released from some internal pocket and cause the momentary sheen. 

Sincerely, 

Thomas 0. Shepker 
Manager 
Environmental Control 

TOS/yt 

cc: Murray Lantner 
Phil Schillawski 

WCI Steel, Incorporated 

1 040 Pine Avenue, SE 

Warren, OH 44483-6528 

(216) 841-8000 



UNAUTH DISCH NO.: 1992 - 12 - DATEL 9/11/92 - BY IT .o, SHEPKER 

**"***************************************************************************~ 

!. DATE OF DISCHARGE : 9/7/92 TIME!: 10:20 AM 

2. SF' ILL REPOF:TED 8Y : D. W. MUSOLF TIME2: 12:00 AM 

: .• MATERIAL SPILLED :SLIGHT OIL SHEEN 

4. LOCATION OF SPILL :COATED PRODUCTS OUTFALL 

WATERI-JAY AFFECTED : MAHONING RIVER OUTFALL NO.: 3ID00071002 

5. D I SCHAF:GE C!IJA!'JT I TY : SLIGHT SHEEN (TRACE). 
6. AGENCY NOTIFICATIONS 

OEPA EMER RESPONSE DATE :9/7/92 
( 800-·282-9378) TIME : 11: 15 AM 

OEF'A CONTP:CT : ZAK CLAYTON 
OE~·p, NO. :9209-78-3933 

NAT RESP CENTER DATE : 
!800-424-88021 TIME: 

NF:C CONTP:·:T: 
NF:C ~JD : 

OEF':"- F:E:G I ON I'< I_ 0Ff7 ICE :ANSWERING MACHINE 
·: 216-· 42~c-9 1 ? 1 .' TIME:: 11: 20 AM 

OEF'A REGIONAL CONTA~l: 
Dt:TE: 9/7/92 

TRUM8LL CO EMERGEt~CY MGMT AGENCY: 
<Y'U.-bT/7:> TH1E 

COUt.JT\' CONTP:CT 
Di4TE 

6. AFFECTS ON HUMArJ HEALTH DE E~W I F:ONMEf>JT: NONE 

7. CAUSE OF INC I OEt-lT • WE BELEAVE THAT BECAUSE OF THE THREE DAY WEEK END THE WATER LEVEL : 
IN THE PIPES LEADING TO #002 OUTFALL DROPPED SUFFICIENTLY TO ALLOW A POCKET OF OIL FROM 

THE RELEASE REPORTED ON 8/7/92 TO FLOW. THERE WAS NO ACTIVITY OF ANY KIND IN THE COATED 

PRODUCTS AREA ON 9/7/92. AN INVESTIGATION BY THE ONE SUPERVISOR ON DUTY AND THE WEEKEND 
ENVIRONMENTAL PERSON FOUND NOTHING. 

8. CONTAINMENT AND CLEANUP INITIATE!): NONE , THE SHEEN DISAPEARED BY 12:00 AM WHILE 
BEING INVESTIGATED. 

COMPLETE: 

9. COF!RECTIVE ACTION TAf<EN: NONE 

DATE LETTER REC'D FROM AGENCY: 
1 NC I DE>H CLOSED: 

DATE LETTER SENT TO AGENCY: 9/14/92 

007751 

·' 



WCISTEE!. 

August 20, 1992 

Mr. Ermelindo Gomes 
Ohio Environmental Protection Agency 
Northeast District Office 
2110 East Aurora Road 
Twinsburg, Ohio 44087 

Gentlemen: 

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency 
Emergency Response 
P. 0. Box 1049 
Columbus, Ohio 43266-0149 

Unauthorized Discharge #9208-78-3660 

During maintenance by Ohio Edison of the evergreen electrical substation a 23,000 volt buss 
kicked out, dropping power to most of the mill. The 23,000 volt buss differential device 
sensed a difference in the voltages and kicked out. There were no problems discovered and 
the power was restored in less than a half hour. The failure is under investigation by WCI 
Steel and Ohio Edison. 

If you need additional information, please call me at (216) 841-8200. 

-J4/JA 
Thomas 0. Shepker 
Manager 
Environmental. Control 

yt 

wcr Steel. lncOI'poraled 
I 040 Pine Avenue, Sf 

Warren. OH 44483-6528 
1216) 84 1·8000 IIIClill Ot633 



UNAUTH DISCH NO.: 199; .\ DATE: 8/21/92 8 i T.O.SHEPKER 

-·•************************************************************************•***** 

1. DATE OF DISCHARGE 8/19/92 TIME1: 6:30PM 

2. SPILL REPORTED BY R.GRADISHAR TIME2: 7:00PM 

3. MATERIAL SPILLED UNTREATED BLAST FURNACE RECYCLE CONTACT WATER 

4. LOCATION OF SPILL BLAST FURNACE TREATMENT PLANT FLIGHT CONVEYOR PIT 

WATERWAY AFFECTED MAHONING RIVER OUTFALL NO.: STORM WATER 

5. DISCHARGE QUANTITY APPROXIMATELY l 000 GAL. 
6. AGENCY NOTIFICATIONS 

OEPA EMER RESPONSE DATE 
(800-282-9378> TIME 

OEPA CONTACT 
OEPA NO. 

NAT RESP CENTER DATE : 
<B00-424-8802) TIME: 

NRC CONTACT: 
NRC NO : 

8/20/92 
9:44 AM 
MARCIE BURROW 
9208-78'-3660 

OEPA REGIONAL OFFICE: 
<216-425-9171 l TIME: 9:48 AM 

OEPA REGIONAL CONTACT: ERM GOMES-PHONE MAIL 
DATE: 8/20/92 

TRUMBLL CO EMERGENCY MGMT AGENCY: 
<392-6777> TIME 

COUNTY CONTACT 
DATE 

6. AFFECTS ON HUMAN HEALTH OR ENVIRONMENT: NONE 

7. CAUSE OF INCIDENT: A MAJOR POWER FAILURE OCCURRED WHILE OHIO EDISON WAS PERFORMING 
MAINTENENCE ON THE ELECTRICAL SUBSTATION WHICH SUPPLIES WCI STEEL KNOCKING OUT A 
23,000 VOLT BUSS AND SUBSEQUANTLY POWER TO MOST OF THE MILL. POWER WAS LOST TO THE 
INFLUENT PUMPS AT THE BLAST FURNACE RECYCLE WATER SYSTEM AS WELL AS THE RECIRCULATING 
PUMPS FOR THE WATER SYSTEM ALLOWING THE WATER IN THE PIPES TO DRAIN BACK TO TBE 
FLIGHT CONVEYOR PIT EVENTUALLY CAUSING IT TO OVERFLOW FOR 20 TO 30 MINUTES. 

B. CONTAINMENT AND CLEANUP INITIATED: NONE. WATER OVERFLOWED TO STORM WATER SEWER. 

COMPLETE: 

9. CORRECTIVE ACTION TAKEN: THE PUMPS WERE IMMEDIATELY RESTARTED AS SOON AS POWER 
WAS RESTORED. 

DATE LETTER F:EC. D FROM AGENCY: 
INCIDENT CLOSED: 

BY: 
DATE LETTER SENT TO AGENCY: 8/21/92 

WCIW 01635 



WCIST~~!. 
August 11, 1992 

ML Ermelindo Gomes 
Ohio Environmental Protection Agency 
Northeast District Office 
2110 East Aurora Road 
Twinsburg, Ohio 44087 

Gentlemen: 

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency 
Emergency Response 
P. 0. Box 1049 
Columbus, Ohio 43266-0149 

Unauthorized Discharges #9207-78-3492 and 9207-78-3496 

August 8, 1992 two discharges were called in by our Walter A Toot Discharge 9207-78-
3492 involved a slight oil sheen noticed by Plant Security along the east side of the 
Mahoning river. After investigation of the outfalls, a sheen was noticed at outfalls 001 and 
002 from our Coated Products Department. An inspection of the hydraulic equipment 
yielded an area near a pipe trench containing non contact cooling water which flows to 
outfalls 001 and 002 where oil dry (clay) had been spread on leaked oiL The oil dry was 
subsequently coming into contact with the non contact cooling water. The operating 
foreman was informed that the water in question flowed to non-contact outfalls and not the 
waste water treatment plant. The material was then cleaned up eliminating the problem. 
A pool of oil was also noted behind the oil boom in the Hot Mill lagoon causing a sheen 
on the discharge. Duke Sanitary was contacted and vacuumed up the oil which had 
overflowed the boom during a recent storm. We are presently looking at a boom which is 
significantly higher above the water and deeper in the water and has shore mounts to 
prevent leakage as the pond level varies. Mr. Jim Erwin of Ohio EPA called W. Toot at 
2:00 pm to discuss the problem. 

The second discharge occurred when the instrument air line at the Blast Furnace ruptured. 
The dump valves automatically close when there is no air pressure. The plant air was then 
hooked up allowing the valves to open. The head pressure caused from the build up of 

WCI Steel, Incorporated 

l 040 Pine Avenue, SE 

Warren, OH 44483-6528 
[216) 84 1-8000 



E. Games/Ohio EPA 
August 11, 1992 
Page 2 

water while the valves were closed forced water out of a manhole between the boiler house 
and Venturi pump house which ran into a catch basin and out outfall 013. 

Copies of our in-house discharge reports are enclosed. If you have any questions, please call 
me at (216) 841-8200. 

Sincerely, 

~~~o)J:1/U1 
I 

' Thomas 0. Shepker 
Manager 
Environmental Control 

Enclosure 

cc: M. Lantner, USEP A 

007747 

·' 



July 10, 1992 

Mr. Ermelindo Gomes 
Ohio Environmental Protection Agency 
Northeast District Office 
2110 East Aurora Road 
Twinsburg, Ohio 44087 

Gentlemen: 

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency 
Emergency Response 
P. 0. Box 1049 
Columbus, Ohio 43266-0149 

SUBJECT: Unauthorized Discharge of Untreated Waste Water on June 18, 1992 from the 
Blast Furnace Recycle Treatment Plant, on July 8, 1992 from the BOF line to the Central 
Waste Water Treatment Plant (CWWTP) and on July 10, 1992 from the Finishing Mills 
pipeline to the CWWTP. · 

June 18, 1992 at about 6:00 AM lightning struck a transformer and ignited a power pole 
along the public road adjacent to our facility. Power was lost in sectious of the plant until 
11:00 AM. The lightning strike caused a breaker ·at our power house to kick out. This 
breaker shut down the pumps at our Blast Furnace Recycle Water System flight conveyors. 
The flight conveyors overflowed to river for approximately eight (8) minutes until power was 
restored allowing approximately 800 gallons of untreated waste water to reach the Mahoning 
River. A copy of the unauthorized discharge report is enclosed. 

July 8, 1992 at 7:00AM the three inch waste water line from the BOF Shop to the CWWTP 
ruptured just outside the CWWTP building. The leak was discovered and the BOF was 
called and shut down the pumps at 7:15AM. Approximately 1,500 gallons of untreated 
BOF process water emerged from the ground near the break and ran to a catch basin which 
flows to outfall 013. The pipe was replaced July 9, 1992. A copy of the unauthorized 
discharge report is enclosed. 

July 10, 1992 at 7:25 AM the pipe conveying finishing mills waste water from the #6 pond 
waste water lagoon to the CWWTP ruptured along South Main Street. An operator was 
sent to #6 pond and shut down the pumps at 7:37 AM. A vacuum truck working in the 
plant at that time was immediately dispatched and vacuumed up 2,000 gallons of the waste 

WCI Steel, Incorporated 

I 040 Pine Avenue,_ SE 

Warren, OH .44483-6528 

(216) 841-8000 





OEPA 
Untreated Water Discharge 
July 10, 1992 

water which he discharged in the CWWTP sump. When he returned the rest of the water 
had dissipated. Approximately 11,000 gallons of untreated finishing mill waste water 
reached the Mahoning River through a catch basin to outfall 013 and across South Main 
Street directly to river. A copy of the unauthorized discharge report is attached. 

If you have any questions, please call me at (216) 841-8200 

Sincerely, 

Thomas 0. Shepker 
Manager 
Environmental Control 

ymt 





UNAUTH DISCH NO.: 1992-04 DATE: 7/10/92 BY: T.O.SHEPKER 

*****·K-****'********•!1:-************************************************************* 
1. DATE OF DISCHARGE 6/18/92 TIMEl: 6:03AM 

2. SPILL REPORTED BY R.GRADISHARTIME2: ~:llAM 

3. MATERIAL_ SPILLED U~HF:EATED BLAST FURNACE. RECYCLE WI~TER 

4. LOCATION OF SPILL BU>,ST FURN>~CE RECYCLE FLIGHT Cm·NEYORS 

WATERWAY AFFECTED ~IAHDNING RI'·JER OUTFALL NO.: STORM WATER 

5. DISCHARGE QUANTITY ' ann GALLONS 
6. AGENCY NOTIFICATIONS 

OEPA EMER RESPONSE DATE 
1800-282-93781 TIME : 

OEPA CONHlCT 
OEF'A l\10. 

6/18/92 
2:10PM 
MARCIE BURROl~ 
9206-78-:2584 

NAT RESP CENTER DATE : NOT REQUIRED 
1800-424-88021 TIME: 

NF':C CONTACT: 
NF:C NO : 

OEFII REGIONAL OFFICE: 
1216-425-91711 TIME: 2:15PM 

OEPA REGIONAL CDNl.ACT: E.GOMES-VOICE MAil_ 
DATE: 6/18/92 

fRUMBL.L. CO EMERGENCY MGMT AGENCY: NOT REQUIRED 
e;-:.s-2-·6 777 J T I 1"1l7.: 
COUNT'! CONTACT 

DATE 

6. AFFECTS ON HUMAN HEALTH OR ENVIRONMENT: NONE 

7 CAUSE OF INCIDENT: POWER FAILURE TO FLIGHT CONVEYOR PUMPS CAUSED BY 
ELEC::TF:! C{-)1._ STiJRt1 WHCH l:·:r_LQl>.iED FLIGHT CDI'YJEYDR PIT TO FILL AND C.Y/ERFLDl•i. FDl•JEf' 
WAS RESTORED AS SOO~I AS F'OSSIBLE. 

8. CONTAINMENT AND CLEANUP INITIATED: 

COMPLETE: 

9. CORRECT I'JE ;KT I ON TAf<Et": ~lt-J 01/EF:FLOW Al_AF:M l~AS I NSH-lLLED ON THE FLIGHT 
CONVEYOR OVERFLOW. 

Df\ TE LETTER F(EC 'D FF:OM AGENCY: 
INCIDENT Cl-OSED: 

BY: 
DATE LETTER SENT TO AGENCY: 7/10/92 





--- .. 
UNAUTH DISCH NO.: 1992-05 DATE: 7/-10/92 BY: T.O.SHEPKER 

... *****~*******************************************************************~****** 

1. DATE OF DISCHARGE 7/8/92 TIMEl: 7:00AM 

2. SPILL REPORTED BY R.GRADISHARTIME2: 7:15AM 

:: .• MP1TEEIAL. SPILLED UNTREATED BOF PROCESS WATER 

4. LOCATION OF SPILL CATCH BASIN LOCATED ADJACENT TO CWWT PLANT 

WATERWAY AFFECTED DI.JTFALL NO.: 3ID0071013 

'5. D I SCHAF:GE QIJr~~n I TY 
6. AGENCY NOTIFICATIONS 

15(10 GALLOt-.JS 

7/8/92• OEPA EMER RESPONSE DATE 
1800-282-93781 TIME 

OEF'r"r CONTACT 
OEPA NO. 

: 10:55AI"1 
AMY r;XO!'j 
07-78-2884 

NAT RESP CENTER DATE : NOT REQUIRED 
1800-424-88021 TIME: 

NF:C CONTACT: 
NRC NO : 

OEPA REGIONAL OFFICE: 
( 2 16-4:~5-9 :l "71) T It•!E: 10: 50(~l-'l 

OEPA REGIOI~AL CONTACT~ ERM Gr~M~: 

DATE: 7 /8./9~ 

TRi..Ji""IBL.L CCJ F.~i"'!EF:GEI~~CY 1'-liJ!"~\T AC~E!'·-JC-.l: NOT F~EDU I F~E~C1 

c::-.9:2-6 777'} T I f··1E 
CDUNri ClJrH {',CT 

DATE 

6. AFFECTS ON HUMAN HEALTH OF: ENVIF:ONMENT: NONE 

7. CA!JSE OF INCIDENT: F'IPE FROM BOF TO CWWTF RUPTURED ADJACENT TO THE 
TREATMENT F'LAI"'jT. 

8. CONTAINMENT AND CLEANUP INITIATED: 7:15AM ON 7/8/92 

COMPLETE: 3:00PM ON 7/9/92 

9. CORRECTIVE ACTION TAKEN: PUMPS WERE SHUT DOWN. THE LINE WAS EXCAVATED 
AND THE FAILED SECTION WAS REMOVED AND REPLACED. 

DATE LETTER REC'D FROM AGENCY: 
INCIDENT CLOSED: 

BY: 
DATE LETTER SENT TO AGENCY: 7/10/92 





. - .. 
UNAUTH DISCH NO.: 1992-(>6 DATE: 71-10/92 BY: T.O.SHEF'KER 

**·~: *"**·Wo****•1t-*·*-**********1ri·-~**~********·if-·****~*****"~*****~**************"*"*********·~-
1. DATE OF DISCHARGE 7/10/92 TIME!: 7:25 

2. SPILL REPORTED BY R.GRADISHARTIME2: 7:37 

~. MATERIAL SPILLED UNTF:EATED F'F:OCE2.S t>Jr,TERS FRot1 THE FHHSHING ~1ILLS 

4. LOCATION OF SPILL ADJACENT TO S.MAIN STREET AT THE BLAST FURNACE GATE 

WATERWAY AFFECTED 

5. DISCHARGE QUANTITY 11 ~ 000 [3ALL.ONS 
6. AGENCY NOTIFICATIONS 

OEPA EMER RESPONSE DATE 
C800-282-9378l TIME 

OEF·A CONTACT 
OEPA NO. 

7/10/92 
9:25AM 
AI1Y AXON 
07-50--2916 

OUTFALL NO.: 013 AND RIVER 

NAT F:ESF' CENTER DATE : NOT REQUIRED 
(800-424-88021 TIME: 

NF:C CONTACT: 
NRC NO : 

OEPA REGIONAL OFFICE: 
(216-425-91711 TIME: 9:15AM 

OEF·A REGIONAL CONTACT~ ERM GOMES 
Df:1TE: 7/10/92 

TRUMBL~ CO EMERGENCY MGMT AGENCY: NOT REQ~IRED 
~ ·::;s-2--6 777) T I 1""1E 
COUNTY COJ-.JTPrCT 

D{;TE 

6. AFFECTS ON l4UMAN HEALTH OR ENVIRONMENT: NONE 

7. CAUSE OF INCIDENT: THE F'IFE COMING FROM THE WASTE WATER LAGOON RUPTURED 
WHERE IT HAD BEEN CONTACTED BY A HIGH F'RESSURE NATURAL GAS LINE WHICH EAs·r OHIO 
GAS HAD INS-rALLED SEVERAL YEARS AGO. 

COMF'L.ETE: 8: 30A~·I 

9. CORRECTIVE ACTION TAKEN: A VACUU~ TRUCK WAS USED TO COLLECT AS MUCH OF 
THE WASTE WATER AS POSSIBLE. THE LINE WAS PATCHED AND. PLACED BACK IN SEF:VICE AT 
3:00PM 7/10/92. A SPACE WAS LEFT BETWEEN THE WASTE WATER PIPE AND THE HIGH 
PRESSURE GAS LINE TO PREVENT REOCCURANCE. 

DATE LETTER REC'D FROM AGENCY: 

DATE LETTER SENT TO AGENCY: 7/10/92 

INCIDENT CLOSED' 
BY: 





WCI~!'EEL 

April 20, 1992 

Mr. Ermelindo Gomes 
Ohio Environmental Protection Agency 
Northeast District Office 
2110 East Aurora Road 
Twinsburg, Ohio 44087 

Gentlemen: 

SUBJECT: Unauthorized Discharge of 

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency 
Emergency Response 
P. 0. Box 1049 
Columbus, Ohio 43266-0149 

Untreated Blast Furnace Waste Water 

Enclosed, please find a copy of the unauthorized discharge which occurred at WCI Steel, 

Inc. on April 8, and April 9, 1992. r • C( , r , 
../"') \!"!'"'"+ ,,, • tlv""'~\....rvt 

The discharge occurred when a partial blockage of the influent line to the flight conveyor 

pit released, which allowed more sludge than the two flight conveyors could handle to flow 

into the pits. One conveyor was being worked on at that time and the other failed under 

the sudden load, allowing sludge to plug one of the influent pumps. The second pump was 

unable to keep up with the volume of water flmYing into the pits and allowed the pits to 

overflow to a catch basin in the rainwater collection system at the north side of the Blast 

Furnace Waste Water Treatment Plant. These catch basins drain to a storm water outfall. ~~~ ~,. 1 1 I, 

To prevent re-occurrence, a 4' long by 18" diameter pipe is being welded into the overflow 

vertically to allow an additional four feet of freeboard in the pits. This should give us 

sufficient surge capacity for one pump to keep up with the normal flow. Engineering is 

working on redesigning the primary sludge collection system, because of the considerable 

maintenance required to maintain the flight conveyors. 

WCI Steel, Incorporated 

1040 Pine Avenue, SE 

Warren, OH 44483-6528 

(216) 841,8000 

007742 



Unauthorized Discharge of 
Untreated Blast Furnace Waste Water 

Page 2 
April 20, 1992 

If you have any questions or need additional information, please call me at (216) 841-8200 

or Dick Gradishar at (216) 841-8201. 

·Sincerely, \ 

~0 ·/':::.Y~UI 
J Thomas 0. Shepker 

Manager 
Environmental Control 

i 

cdk 

Enclosure 

c: B. J. Mitchell 
R. A Zeuner 
W. G. Sherwood 
R. J. Gradishar 

File:UNTRB!AS.LET 



~. DATE CF DISCHARGE - -- . ··------·--· ,,_ 

-~. SF'IL~ REPORTED BY R.GRADIS~~ARTIME2~ 6~3()AI~ 

I'-·1P1TERIAL. sr.::·IL.LED UNTREATED BLAST FURNACE RECYCLE WA'TER 

4. LOCATION OF SF'IL.l_ BLAST FURNACE RECYCL.E ·rREATMENT PLANT 

WATERWAY AFFECl''ED OUTFALL NO.: STORM WATER 

Sa DISCHARGE QUANTITY 25GPM . TOT~!- 17.250 GALLONS 
6. AGENCY NOTIFICATIO~IS 

OEPA EMER RESPONSE DATE 
<BOEJ-282-9~.78) TIME 

DEP(:l CCJNT:~CT 

C![F'H NO. 

~~- / (i / '7' :2 
1:: ::-.o Pi-1 
i''if~1F:C IE BU!::;.:f.:;:Ol-1.1 
9:2U4·- -,-;·s--1 ::::;o 1 

NAT RESF' CENTER DATE ~ NOT REOUIRED.NO RQ 
~800-424-8802) 'TIME: 

~--IF:C [·,,![1 : 

U-j::-p;-:c 
._, 1 I REGIONAL OFFICE~ 
(~16-425-9171) TIME~ 1:40PM 

OEPA REGIONAL CONTACT: E.GOMES.NOT IN.VOICE MAli_. 
D~---~TE~ ..-~_,lci'/CJ:~2. 

1-RlJMBi_l_ CO EMERGENCY MGMT AGENCY: (~01. REQUIRED 

S. AFFECTS ON HUMAN ~~EAl_-rH OR ENVIRONI~El~T: NONE 

, ~ C:r-!U;3E OF INC: I DE!dT ~ E:LUDGE BU 1 LD UF' I j\.1 FL I G.HT CDi'.i\/E--lC")F: F' ITS FF:Cd'--'! f-7(:-~ I Lt::D 
:ONVEYORS ALLOWED SLUDGE 1·0 PARTIA!_LY BLOCK INFLUENT PUMP CAUSING PITS TO 
JVERFLOW TO STORM WATER OUTFALL. 

8. CONTAINMENT AND CLEANUP INITIATED~ 

-=- COF:F:ECTI~/E ACTION TA!<E~,.l: {"i 4 '· ;-~ 18" l.JEF:TICL.E F'J.i='E:: L1JI~~L_;~j:E !1"-E;T~:;LLL::::L·· lf\j 
-:-}-1E \J')EFF'LCJL£J DF'E~\111'--iC F'Cn::: A~·.! PiDDITIDI'--.l{1L~ 4' ''i- FFEi=:B!JAFo:D. THIS ~JILL' {iLL.Ul~J 

CONSIDERABLY MORE TIME FOR MAINTENENCE OF F'ITS AND PUMPS ANd A([OW~-ONE F'UM~ T­
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WCI~T55!. 

April 8, 1992 

Mr. Ermelindo Gomes 
Ohio Environmental Protection Agency 
Northeast District Office 
2110 East Aurora Road 
Twinsburg, Ohio 44087 

Mr. Mark Horwitz (SHS-26) 
U.S. EPA, Region V 
230 South Dearborn Street 
Chicago, Illinois 60604 

Gentlemen: 

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency 
Emergency Response 
P. 0. Box 1049 
Columbus, Ohio 43266-0149 

Mr. Joseph V. Bartlomain 
Trumbull County Emergency Response 
J76 Chestnut Avenue, NE 
Warren, Ohio 44483 

SUBJECT: Unauthorized Discharge of Boiler Water Inhibitor on March 20, 1992 
NRC #111262 and Ohio EPA #9203-78-1040 

v 

Enclosed, please find a copy of the unauthorized discharge which occurred at WCI Steel, 
Inc., on March 20, 1992. 

A vapor flash tank in the basement of our power generating facility exploded, hurling a 15 
gallon container of inhibitor, used for boiler water treatment, across the basement. The 
container hit the opposite wall and ruptured. It was during clean up operations, about 5Vz 

. hours after the incident, that the ruptured container was found. Clean up was begun 
immediately and the various Agencies were notified as soon as the material was contained. 

The vapor flash tanks at the Boiler House have been taken out of service and Engineering 
is working on a design modification to prevent failures. The chemicals were also relocated 
to prev;;nt reoccu.rance. 

If you have any questions, or need additional information, please call me at (216) 841-8200. 

Thomas 0. Shepker 
Manager 
Environmental Control 

WCI Steel. Incorporated 

1040 Pine Avenue, SE 

Warren, OH 44483-6528 

[2 16) 841-8000 

/ 



UNAUTH DISCH NO.: 1992-01 DATE: 04/08/92 BY: T. 0. SHEPf":ER 

~************************************************************-~***************** 

1. DATE OF DISCHARGE 03/20/92 TH1E1: 12:20 F'M START 

2. SPILL REPORTED BY F:. GRADISH~lF:Tit·1E2: 12:30 FM FINISH 

~. MATERIAL SPILLED NALCO TRI-ACT 1820 INHIBITOR 

4. LOCATION OF SPILL WCI BOILER HOUSE BASEMENT 

WATERWAY AFFECTED MAHDr·l I NG R I 'lER OUTFALL NO.: 3ID00071013 

5. DISCHARGE QUANTITY 10 GALLONS 
6. AGENCY NOTIFICATIONS 

OEPA EMER RESPONSE DATE 
1800-282-9378) TIME 

OEF'A CO~HACT 
OEPA NO. 

03/20/92 
07:15 F'M 
TOM BUCHAN 
920:0.-78-1040 

NAT RESF' CENTER DATE 03/20/92 
1800-424-88021 TIME: 07:20PM 

NRC CONTACT: PETTY OFFICER EVANSON 
NRC NO : 111262 

OEPA REGIONAL OFFICE: 
1216-425-91711 TIME: 07:30 PM 

OEPA REGIONAL CONTACT: RECORDING 
DATE: 03/20/92 

TRUMBLL CO EMERGENCY MGMT AGENCY: 
1392-67771 TIME 

COUNTY CONTACT 
DATE 

07:35 PM 
RECORDING 
03/20/92 

6. AFFECTS ON HUMAN HEALTH OR ENVIRONMENT: NONE 

7. CAUSE OF INCIDENT: EXPLOSION OF A VAPOR FLASH TANK IN THE POWER HOUSE 
ISEMENT HURLED A 15 GALLON CONTAINER OF INHIBITOR ACROSS THE BASEMENT.STRIKING 
IE OPOS ITE WALL AND RUPTURING. SPILLING ABOUT 10 GAL NEAR A FLOOR DRAIN. 

8. CONTAINMENT AND CLEANUP INITIATED: 06:00 PM 03/20/92 

COMPLETE: 07:00 PM 03/20/92 

9. CORRECTIVE ACTION TAKEN: THE INHIBITOR WAS RELOCATED TO PREVENT 
OCCURANCE. THE VAPOR FLASH TANKS WERE TAKEN OUT OF SERVICE AND ARE BEING 
:ENGINEERED BEFORE BEING PLACED BACK IN SERVICE. 

DATE LETTER REC'D FROM AGENCY: 
INCIDENT CLOSED: 

BY: 
DATE LETTER SENT TO AGENCY: 04/08/92 
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S~te of Ot;io Erwircnmen~ Frotec:ion .:!.gene! IN!TIAL POLLUTION INCIDENT REPORT 19 qz 
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Amoont'---''""!Yl~"'J::::._=----RO?_ Typo:_Q_ Si:e:L 
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8p::sure Poren!iaf !.!.-.'1>!:!--$0-t'-::>;>c_ ________ _ Prctection Le...-el ~l<..,co--i:,__ ..;~~------------
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Did You Tell Spi!ler To cat Tr.e N.R.C.? Y@(1~0C-42.4-8S02, Washingtcn, D.C.) T.,e Local EPC? YQb(# in Duty Bcok) 

Dis:!ict NE 
1. USEPA 2. US03 

Send Copy 

0 
0 
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5. OONR Wildlife 
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16- PO 17. FO 
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(rcvi::.cri t -St; 
E?'AC3Xl 

0 
%--

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

Tlma & Date Talked to 





Sta.te of Ohio Envhonmental Protection Agency 

P.O. Box 1049, 1800 Wa1BrMark Dr. 
Columbus, Ohio 43266-0149 
(614) 644-3020 
FAX (614) 644-2329 

July 23, 1991 

Thomas 0. Shepker, Manager 
Environmental Control 

RECEIVED 
JUL 2 5 1991 

warren Consolidtlld Industries. Inc. 
EnWor.mental Control 

Warren Consolidated Industries, Inc. 
1040 Pine Ave. SE 
Warren, Ohio 44483-6528 

Dear Mr. Shepker: 

George V. Voinovich 
Governor 

You submitted a letter (May 31, 1991), and associated 
information, to me on a proposal to use iron oxide compounds, 
recycled from K062 wastes, as substitutes for virgin iron ore and 
iron ore pellets. This is to acknowledge receipt and review of 
this information. I also have received the information you 
faxed, as per our phone conversation of June 7, 1991. 

In summary, your proposal involves feeding K062-reclaimed and 
sintered iron oxide into an on-site blast furnace to manufacture 
steel products. An intermediate step, you clarified in our phone 
conversation, involves sending the iron oxide to an off-site 
facility, under your company's ownership, in Youngstown, Ohio 
where you stated it will be incorporated with unregulated 
("Bevill Exclusion") materials, and sintered. The sintered 
materials will then be returned to your facility and fed into a 
blast furnace. 

There are three main issues affecting your recycling activities: 
(1) reclamation of iron oxide from K062 wastes, (2) the 
regulatory status of materials sent to the "sintering" facility, 
and (3) determination if iron oxide is actually being used as an 
effective substitute (eg. for iron ore) . 

The hydrochloric acid (HCL) regeneration unit, although intended 
for recovery of HCL also recovers iron oxide. Under 3745-51-02 
(C) (3) of OAC, spent materials, such as K062 spent pickle liquor, 

which are reclaimed are considered solid wastes, thus K062 
hazardous wastes since reclaimed materials are "derived from" 
listed hazardous wastes. The K062 spent pickle liquor is subject 
to regulation under 3745-51-06 (C) (1), if stored prior to 
reclamation, or 3745-51-06 (C) (2), if reclaimed without prior 



Thomas 0. Shepker 
Page Two 

storage. It appears that the K062 spent pickle liquor is charged 
direqtly into the HCL unit and is not stored prior to recycling. 
Thus, the applicable rule governing this activity is 3745-51-06 
(C) (2), requiring compliance with notification, and manifest and 
manifest discrepancy. 

In our phone conversation of July 11, 1991, you clarified why and 
how the iron oxide will be sintered. You stated that iron oxide 
can be charged into the blast furnace as a separate ingredient 
and has iron recovery values equal or exceeding iron ore. You 
also stated that the benefits of sintering iron oxide are: (1) it 
enhances "dust" recovery and reintroduction of recovered "dust" 
into the sintering process, and (2) eliminates the need to 
transport large loads of blast furnace "dust" to the "sintering" 
facility for recycling. 

Inspection of the data you provided seems to indicate that the 
iron oxide does resemble iron ore in composition. In addition, 
you stated that there is a market for the sintered material as 
blast furnace feed stock. The issue is complicated because iron 
oxide is mixed with other materials. Specifically, the 
composition of the product produced by sintering may deviate 
significantly from typical iron ore, thus violate the requirement 
that substitutes used in a production process resemble those 
which they replace. 

Although you stated that the materials mixed with iron oxide are 
not regulated wastes, we requested additional information, 
specifically, on the waste status of these materials. After 
review of the requested information, and assuming previously 
specified conditions are met, we feel that the sintered materials 
are products, thus serve as effective substitutes for raw 
materials typically used in making steel, and are not regulated 
by RCRA once they are produced. The materials used in sintering, 
individually, also appear to meet the criteria as substitutes for 
raw ingredients in steel production. 



Thomas o. Shepker 
Page Three 

In summary, once iron oxide is reclaimed from the HCL unit, it is 
not regulated by RCRA, provided it is not disposed. This 
includes all subsequent activities such as transportation, 
sintering, and charge into the blast furnace. Bear in mind that 
this determination applies only to the subject matter discussed 
in this letter and should not be extrapolated to other waste 
management issues. 

If you need further assistance please feel free to contact me or 
Mr. Ed Kitchen at (614) 644-2956. Thank you for contacting the 
Ohio EPA. 

Sincerely, 

a. ~.... ,e. a. 4 .. 
.,..,,~ ~ 

Arthur L. Coleman, Jr. 
Technical Assistance Section 
Division of Solid and Hazardous Waste Management 

ALC/pas 

Attachment: 



3745-51-06 Ohio Hazardous Waste Management Laws and Rules Annotated 136 

to 3745-69. and rules 374.5-50-40 to 3745-50-62 of the 

Administrative Code. and the notification requirements of 

section 3010 of RCRA: 
(I) A total of one kilogram of acute hazardous wastes 

listed in rules 3745-51-31. 3745-51-32, or paragraph (E) of 

rule 3745-51-33 of the Administrative Code; 

(2) A total of one hundred kilograms of any residue or 

contaminated soil. waste, or other debris resulting from the 

clean-up of a spill, into or on any land or water. of anv 

acute hazardous wastes listed in rules 3 745~51·31·. 

3745-51-32, or paragraph (E) of rule 3745-51-33 of the 

Administrative Code. 
[Comment: ''Full regulation'' means those rules applica­

ble to generators of greater than one thousand kg of non­

acutely hazardous waste in a calendar month.] 

(f) In order for acute hazardous wastes generated by a 

generator of acute hazardous wastes in quantities equal to 

or less than those set forth in paragraph (E)( I) or (E)(2l of 

this rule- to be excluded from full regulation under this rule. 

the generator must Comply with the following requirements: 

(I) Rule 3745-52-11 of the Administrative Code; 

(2) The generator may accumulate aCute hazardous 

waste on·site. If he accumulates at any time acute hazard­

ous wastes in quantities greater than those set fonh in para­

graph (E)( I) or (E)(2) of this rule, all of those accumulated 

wastes are subject to regulation under Chapters 3745-52 to 

3745-59, 3745-65 to 3745-69, and rules 3745-50-40 to 

3745-50-62 of the Administrative Code, and the applicable 

notification requirements of section 3010 of RCRA. The 

time period of paragraph (D) of rule 3745-52-34 of the 

Administrative Code for accumulation of wastes on-site 

begins when the accumulated wastes exceed the applicable 

exclusion limit; and 
(3) A conditionally exempt small quantity generator mav 

either treat and/or dispose of his acute hazardous waste iO 
an on·site facility or ensure delivery to an otT-site storage. 

treatment. or diSposal facility, either of which; if located in 

the U.S., is: 
(a) Permitted under rules 3745-50-40 to 3745-50-62 of 

the Administrative Code; 
(b) Operating pursuant to the provisions of division (f) 

of section 3734.02 of the Revised Code: 

(c) Authorized to manage hazardous waste by a state 

with a hazardous waste management program approved by 

U.S. EPA pursuant to section 3006 of RCRA; or 

(d) A facility which: 
(i) In compliance with paragraph (E)( I) of rule 

3745-51-02 or rule 3745-51-06 of the Administrative Code. 

beneficially uses or reuses, or legitimately recycles or 

reclaims its waste; or 
(ii) In compliance with paragraph (E)(I) of rule 

3745-51-02 or rule 3745-51-06 of the Administrative Code, 

treatS. ItS waste pnor to beneficial use or reuse, or legitimate 

recycling or reclamation. 
(G) ln order for hazardous waste generated by a condi­

tionally exempt small quantity generator in quantities of 

less tllan one hundred kilograms of hazardous waste during 

a calendar month to be excluded from full regulation under 

this !Ole. the generator must comply with the following 

requtrements: 
(I) Rule 3745-52-11 of the Administrative Code: 

(2) The conditionally exempt small quantity generator 

may accumulate hazardous waste on-site. If he accumulates 

at anr time more than a total of one thousand kilograms of 

his ~rdous wastes. all of those accumulated wastes are 

subject to regulation under the speciaJ provisions of Chap­

ter 3745-52 of the Administrative Code applicable to gener­

ators of-between one hundred kilograms and one thousand 

kilograms of hazardous waste in a calendar month. as well 

as the requirements of Chapters 3745-53 to 3745-59, and 

3745-65 to 3745-69, rules 3745-50-40 to 3745-50-62 of the 

Administrative Code, and the applicable notification 

requirements of section 30 I 0 of RCRA. The time period of 

paragraph (D) of rule 3745-52-34 of the Administrative 

Code for accumulation of wastes on-site begins for a condi­

tionally exempt small quantity generator when the accumu­

lated wastes exceed one .thousand kilograms; 

(3) A conditionally exempt small quantity generator may 

either treat and/or dispose of his hazardous waste in an on­

site facility, or ensure delivery to an off·site storage, treat­

ment or disposal facility, either of which. if located in the 

U.S .. is: 
(a) Permitted under rules 3745-50-40 to 3745'50-62 of 

the Administrative Code: 
(b) Operating pursuant to the provisions of division (F) 

of section 3734.02 of the Revised Code: 

(c) Authorized to manage hazardous waste bv a state 

with a hazardous waste management program app-roved- by 

U.S. EPA pursuant to section 3006 ofRCRA; or 

(d) A facility which: 
(i) In compliance with paragraph (E)( I) of rule 

3745-51-02 or rule 3745-51-06 of the Administrative Code, 

beneficially uses or reuses. or legitimately recycles or 

reclaims its waste; or 
(ii) In compliance with paragraph (E)(I) of rule 

3745-51-02 or rule 3745-51-06 of the Administrative Code 

treats its waste prior to beneficial use or reuse. or legitimat~ 
recycling or reclamation. 

(H) Hazardous waste subject to the reduced require­

ments of this rule may be mixed with non-hazardous waste 

and remain subject to these reduced requirements even 

though the resultant mixture exceeds the quantity limita­

tions identifi~d ~n this ru1e. unless the mixture .meets any of 

the charactensucs of hazardous waste identified in rules 

3745-51-20 to 3745-51-24 of the Administrative Code. 

(I) If any person mixes a waste with a hazardous waste 

that exceeds a quantity exclusion level of this rule. the 

mixture is subject to full regulation. 

(J) If a conditionally exempt small quantity generator's 

wastes are mixed with used oil, the mixture is subject to 

rules 3745-58-50 to 3745-58-70 of the Administrative Code 

i~ it is destined to be burned for energy recovery. Any mate­

nal produced from such a mixture by processing. blending., 

or other treatment is also so regulated if it is destined to be 

burned for energy recovery. 

HISTORY: EfT. 12-30-89 (1989-90 OMR 565) 

1988-89 OMR 445: 1986-87 OMR 364 

Note: Effective 9-22-86. former 3745-51-05 (1985-86 OMR 

666) was repealed. 

CROSS REFERENCES 

RC 3734.12. Guidelines for hazardous and solid waste rules and 

standards: disposal cf certain wastes may be prohibited: rules may 

be more stringent than federal law 

3745-51-06 Requirements for recyclable materials 

(A)( I) Hazardous wastes that are recycled are subject to 

the requirements for generators. transponers, and storage 



·~WARREN 
Consolidated Industries, Inc. 

May 28, 1991 

Mr. Ermelindo Gomes 
Ohio EPA 
Northeast District Office 
2110 East Aurora Road 
Twinsburg, Ohio 44087 

Dear Mr. Gomes: 

Ref: Compliance Evaluation Inspection 
Warren Consolidated Industries, Inc. 
NPDES Permit No. OH0101079 
Ohio EPA Permit No. 3ID00071 

The slight oil sheen noted at Outfall 007 was the result of residual material washing out of 
the pipe from the discharge of March 22, 1991, which was reported to your office the 
following working day. The booms were left in place, in case any globs of oil were 
discharged, and are still in place. The source of the sheen was never identified and the 
sheen cleared a couple of days after the inspection. 

Warren Consolidated Industries, Inc. (WCI) is awaiting an approved closure plan from the 
Ohio EPA for the #5 and #6 Ponds, before finalizing construction plans for the 4,000,000 
gallon replacement tank. Tentative plans are to place the new tank system in operation in 
late 1993. The leakage from the #6 Pond is captured in a diked area and pumped back into 
the #6 Pond. 

The slight oil sheen noted at internal Blooming Mill Outfall 604, and its river Outfall 010, 
was caused by an oil skimming mechanism problem which allowed oil to get into the clean 
well. The problem was corrected that day, and no oil sheen was visible at Outfalls 604 or 
010 the following day. 

The exceedances noted for our Outfalls in the Monthly Discharge Monitoring Reports were 
nearly all the results of appealed permit limits, which will not be exceedances under the 
final limits negotiated by WCI with OEPA. The new Draft NPDES Permit will be issued 
when the Pennsylvania Water Quality Lead issue is resolved. 

oo7740 

2. :: } . - -~--' i' 



Mr. Errnelindo Gomes 
Page 2 
May 28, 1991 

The flow measuring equipment for Outfalls 008, 010, 011, and 606 required in Part I, C-Item 

3 of our NPDES Permit has been speced out, quoted and an Appropriation Request has 

been submitted. Engineering for the installation is complete. The equipment will be 
ordered and installation will be completed in October. 

The use of "99" for sampling frequently on the monthly reports has been discontinued. On 

May 1, 1991, the code was revised to 301, with the~ indicating a grab sample and the 01 

being the frequency. 

If you have any questions or need additional information, please call me at (216) 841-8200. 

Sincerely, 

f ~ n ~~~J 
, , , o , /l:J!U!.r-i/t</7__.-

Thomas 0. Shepker 
Manager 
Environmental Control 

cdf 

c: J. V. Stack 
R. A. Zeuner 
R. J. Gradishar 
J. C. Magni 

File:TOS-136 

007741 



Environmental Control 
Monthly Report - February 1991 

Unauthorized Discharges 

January 24, 1991 

January 30, 1991 to 
February 5, 1991 

February 22, 1991 

March 5, 1991 

Oil at Outfall 007 reported last montlr. A letter was 
written to: OEPA Twinsburg, OEPA Columbus, 
USEP A Region V, and the Trumbull County 
Emergency Planning Committee. 

Notified by Security on February 5, 1991, at 3:00a.m., 
of black material flowing into the Blast Furnace 
Pumpbouse. Found to be blast furnace sludge being 
pumped out of the Blast Furnace Recycle System 
flight conveyor sump by Duke, and dumped behind 
the Blast Furnace. The practice was discontinued, 
the ditch was cleaned. The Agency was notified and 
a letter describing the incident was mailed to 0 EPA, 
Twinsburg. 

OEPA notified of a possible oil and untreated 
finishing mill waste water discharge from a manhole 
along the river. The cause was an unusually high 
level of water in the #5 Pond which backed up the 
36" sewer, creating enough back pressure when the 
#9· lift station pump came on to pop the manhole 
cover. A slab crop was placed on the cover to 
prevent a reOCCilf!ence. 

wc~w 02841 





~WARREN 
Consolidated Industries, Inc. 

February 18, 1991 * REVISED 

Mr. Ermelindo Gomes 
Ohio Environmental Protection Agency 
Northeast District Office 
2110 East Aurora Road 
Twinsburg, Ohio 44087 

Dear Mr. Gomes: 

Warren Consolidated Industries, Inc. (WCI) 
Nonpoint, Non Outfall Discharge 
Discovered February 5, 1991 

Per our phone conversation of February 12, 1991, I am providing 
the following account for the above incident. 

* Saturday, January 30, 1991, the Blast Furnace Maintenance 
Department discovered a blockage in the 12 inch line from the 
primary separator to the Blast Furnace Waste Water Recycle 
System (BFWWRS), caused by bricks from the unit. The blockage 
was cleared and a great amount of solids was freed, flowing 
into the flight conveyor sump. The quick release of so great 
an amount of solids caused one flight conveyor to fail and the 
other to jam. 

* Duke Sanitary was called in at 9:00 a.m. on January 31, 1991, 
and told to vacuum out the flight conveyor sump solids and 
discharge them on the sludge and flue dust pile being stored 
for recycle in our Sinter Plant. The flue dust will absorb the 
excess water from the solids. The sludge and flue dust, 
including that in the flight conveyor tank, is from the Blast 
Furnace Gas Cleaning System. 

Plant security notified Environmental Control that a black 
material was being drawn into our Blast Furnace river water 
intake on February 5, 1991. WCI Utilities notified the City of 
Warren Waste Water Treatment Plant of the black material and 
asked them if they were discharging from their lift station 
located just upstream of the intake. The city said they were 
not discharging to the river and that they had noticed the 
black material coming from a ditch along the edge of their lift 
station. 

00773f 
RECEIVED 

FEB 2 2 1991 
'.Jni\J tPA·N.E.D.O. 
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Mr. Ermelindo Gomes 
Page 2 
February 18, 1991 

WCI Environmental Control proceeded to the west side of the 

Blast Furnace area where the runoff from the ditch originates 
and found where Duke's Sanitary had dumped in a low area just 

north of the east end of the sludge and flue dust pile, which 

drained to the ditch in question. 

Environmental personnel immediately notified Duke of his 
mistake, at 2:00 p.m. on February 5, 1991, and told him to 
cease this operation. Blast Furnace personnel were then 

located and notified. They sent a front end loader out to 
clean up all of the dumped sludge, place it on the pile, and 

clear a road so that Multipressure could vacuum the residual 
material from the ditch. The vacuuming of the stream continued 

until dark on February 5, 1991, and was completed on 
February 6, 1991. 

I returned to my office after 5:00 p.m. on February 5, 1991, so 
I waited until February 6, 1991 to notify your office. During 

the four days that Multipressure worked on the plugged flight 

conveyors, approximately 70 truck loads, at 3000 gallons per 

truck, were dumped. We estimate that 30 to 40 percent of this 
material reached the river. 

The ditch in question empties into the Mahoning River about 
1000' upstream of Outfall 013. WCI will continue to clean this 
ditch as the material in question washes free. 

I you have any questions or need additional information, please 
call me at (216) 841-8200. 

Sincerely, 

~vJfl;u 
Thomas 0. Shepker 
Manager 
Environmental control 

cdf 
#100 

c: WGS BJM RBV 
RAZ HS RJG 

007737 

·' 



~WARREN 
C::msolidated industries, lr.c. 

February 13, 1991 

Mr. Ermelindo Gomes 
Ohio Environmental Protection Agency 
Northeast District Office 
2110 East Aurora Road 
Twinsburg, Ohio 44087 

Dear Mr. Gomes: 

Warren Consolidated Industries, Inc. (WCI) 
Nonpoint, Non Outfall Discharge 
Discovered February 5, 1991 

Per our phone conversation of February 12, 1991, I am providing 
the following account for the above incident. 

Saturday, February 2, 1991, the Blast Furnace Maintenance 
Department discovered a blockage in the 12 inch line from the 
primary separator to the Blast Furnace Waste Water Recycle 
system (BFWWRS), caused by bricks from the unit. The blockage 
was cleared and a great amount of solids was freed, flowing 
into the flight conveyor sump. The quick release of so great 
an amount of solids caused one flight conveyor to fail and the 
other to jam. 

Duke Sanitary was called in at 9:00 a.m. and told to vacuum out 
the flight conveyor sump solids and discharge. them on the 
sludge and flue dust pile being stored for recycle in our 
Sinter Plant. The flue dust will absorb the excess water from 
the solids. The sludge and flue dust, including that in the 
flight conveyor tank, is from the Blast Furnace Gas Cleaning 
System. 

Plant security notified Environmental Control that a black 
material was being drawn into our Blast Furnace river water 
intake on February 5, 1991. WCI Utilities notified the City of 
Warren Waste Water Treatment Plant of the black material and 
asked them if they were discharging from their lift station 
located just upstream of the intake. The city said they were 
not discharging to the river and that they had noticed the 
black material coming from a ditch along the edge of their lift 

station. RECE\Yt.D 

007734 ft.~ ' ~ ,99' 
_ .. -""p.,.i'\ s.o.o 
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Mr. Ermelindo Gomes 
Page 2 
February 13, 1991 

WCI Environmental Control proceeded to the west side of the 
Blast Furnace area where the runoff from the ditch originates 
and found where Duke's Sanitary had dumped in a low area just 
north of the east end of the sludge and flue dust pile, which 
drained to the ditch in question. 

Environmental personnel immediately notified Duke of his 
mistake, at 2:00 p.m. on February 5, 1991, and told him to 
cease this operation. Blast Furnace personnel were then 
located and notified. They sent a front end loader out to 
clean up all of the dumped sludge, place it o"n the pile, and 
clear a road so that Multipressure could vacuum the residual 
material from the ditch. The vacuuming of the stream continued 
until dark on February 5, 1991, and was completed on October 6, 
1991. 

I returned to my office after 5:00 p.m. on February 5, 1991, so 
I waited until February 6, 1991 to notify your office. During 
the four days that Multipressure worked on the plugged flight 
conveyors, approximately 70 truck loads, at 3000 gallons per 
truck, were dumped. We estimate that 30 to 40 percent of this 
material reached the river. 

The ditch in question empties into the Mahoning River about 
1000' upstream of outfall 013. WCI will continue to clean this 
ditch as the material in question washes free. 

I you have any questions or need additional information, please 
call me at (216) 841-8200. 

Sincerely, 

~oJ41)& 
Thomas o. Shepker 
Manager 
Environmental Control 

cdf 
#100 
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~WARREN -""· DEPARTMENTAL CORRESPONDENCE 

SUBJECT: 

TO: 

Flux :;~ill 
CwtBd Products 

T. 0. SlttWker 
t-lanaget. C:nvironrnental Contr-ol 

DATE: Febr-uat Y 12, 1?91 

NO.: 

On Sunday, 1/27/?1. a flux spill occurTed at tl1e Warren Gal·•anize Line 
re&ulting in an out-of·-con.pliance situation at tl1e Water· Tr·eatn.ent 
Plant. Flux is a zinc·-an•n•onia cl1loride solution u&ed in the 
galvanizing op"'ration. An amber· indicator light positioned outside 
the &uper·visor·'& office alerts the opera tor that flux is being 
transferTed from the holding tank to the operating tank. 

The oper·ator· involved in the sl1utdvwn tutTi r·eported that during his 
turn no flux was added to the operating tank. Concentration san.ples 
taken tllt"oughout the turn bear thi& fact out. and t1"1e operating 
super·visor i& adalllant t1'1at tl;e light wa:a nut on at the end of ti·•e 
turn. 

At the bt;"ginning of tht rtpa.ir turn, .::i~lit houn:, later, it was 
r€por1:ed that the huldirtg tank Wd& empty_ It i~ belit:veU tl1at 
&.onu2tirlte during Urt intt:=t ill, -j.J~r:io(.: ti·t~,::- li(iUict was J.JLHirUt:--;:J uvr::r tu the 
upere:ttinq tdnk Gdus.i.nq :;_ t t(.• ovtr·flow iii to the- ba&timent. Th.: liQuid 
WdS thtn puwj.Jed by the .-:>Uiiit) in tli'=' Ld~t=liicnt vver tu the Tttdtrntnt 
Pldnt. Cvlrc.:t:nttdtion tal\en dut .inq tht stdtt--up turn indicette5 a 
f.)et -centag~ of flu~ G:Oii~eJttr ate it"i ex~~:,:;;:, vf twi(.e t:ht nvnitt:~.l operdtit·lg 
ranyt.. It should be:: not.;d that a nta.intendiK:e ;:;uper-visor· who wor·kcd 
durinq tht: fire···wdtch j.)ci ioU did 110t r-.:pvi"t etny unusudl occu.-n:~nce~ in 
tl-,is ·.:tn6d.. It can Of1ly bt:: a.ssun.t:d that so1w:one inu.st have tur--r.ed on 
the' t;a.nsfer PUiiij.J durii·lq the duwnturn ~au:~inq tht:: flux to overflow the 
oper-atinq tdnk .. E;;,tiliiO.ted los::. uf flux lAid& app;··oxillldtely 500 gcs.llons. 

As d. re6ult of this v~o::_uuti•Ct:~ tile tlt::ctrit::d.l outlt:"t f,;, t:-h= pump 
will be "lockt:"d ·out" clur-in~ the duwnturn. 

£J. e. 13 -U.NJ~ -
W. C. Beinecke 
Superintendent 
Coated Pr·oducts 

wcb;pss 

c: JFR, DEL. File 
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~WARREN 
Consolidated Industries, Inc. 

February 6, 1991 

Mr. Ermelindo Gomes 
Ohio Environmental Protection Agency 
Northeast District Office 
2110 East Aurora Road 
Twinsburg, Ohio 44087 

Mr. Mark Horwitz (5HS-26) 
U.S. EPA, Region-V 
230 South Dearborn Street 
Chicago, Illinois 60604 

Gentlemen: 

Re: Unauthorized Discharge of 
Oil, January 24, 1991 
NRC #56385 and Ohio #1-78~0242 

Ohio Environmental 
Protection Agency 
Emergency Response 
P. 0. Box 1049 
Columbus, Ohio 43266 

Trumbull County Emergency 
Response 
160 High Street 
Warren, Ohio 44481 

Enclosed, please find a copy of the Warren Consolidated 
Industries, Inc. (WCI) unauthorized discharge 1991-01, which 
occurred. on January 24, 1991. There was oil noted on the river 
and the river boom was deployed. A small boom was also 
installed at Outfall #007. The river was high and the current 
swept most of the oil already on the river under the river 
boom. The boom at the outfall was very effective and the 
collected oil was removed with a vacuum truck whenever 5 or 6 
ft• of oil scum accumulated. 

The Rolling and Finishing Department 
immediately removed all manhole covers and 
for oil along with all sumps and basements. 

007730 

-_;,-, ! ' -- ---. 
~"'T--=-'-·--·}: __ 

maintenance people 
inspected the sewer 
Nothing was found. 



tJNAUTH DISCH NO.: 1991. DATE: 1/24/91 s··- T. 0. Shepker 

~****************************************************************************** 

1. DATE OF DISCHARGE 1/24/91 T I MEl: 10:30 AM 

2. SPILL REPORTED BY T. 0. Shepker T IME2: 11:30 AM 

3. MATERIAL SF'ILLED Lube oil 

4. LOCATION OF sPILL Outfall 007 

WATERWAY AFFECTED Mahoning River OUTFALL 

5. DISCHARGE QUANTITY 25 to_30 gallons 
6. AGENCY NOTIFICATIONS 

OEPA EMER RESPONSE DATE 
1800-282-93781 TIME 

OEPA CONTACT 
OEPA NO. 

1/24/9'1! 
2:42 PM 
Pam Doener 
1-78-0242 

NAT RESF' CENTEF: DATE : 1/24/91 
<800-424-88021 TIME: 2:30PM 

NRC CONTACT: Petty Officer Wiker 
NRC NO : 56385 

OEPA REGIONAL OFFICE: 
<216-425-91711 TIME: 2:48PM 

OEPA REGIONAL CONTACT: Ermelindo Gomes 
DATE: 1/24/91 

TRUMBLL CO EMERGENCY MGMT AGENCY: 
( ::0.92-6 777 I TIME 

COUNTY CONTACT 
DATE 

2:45 PM 
Tina Snow 
1/24/91 

6. AFFECTS ON HUt1AN HEALTH OR ENV I R0Nt1ENT: None 

NO.: 007 

7. CAUSE OF INC I DENT: Maintenence personnel checking all equipment near catch basins 
or with indirect cooling water. Still under investigation. 

8. CONTAINMENT AND CLEANUP INITIATED: 11:00 AM, 1/24/91, booms across outfall 007 
and the Mahoning River 

9. CORRECTIVE ACTION TAI<EN: 

COMPLETE: River boom removed 1/25/91. Outfall boom 
still in place. 

Incident still under investigation. The outfall boom will be left in place and replaced 
when necessary until cause of discharge is identified.Maintenance will continue to 
inspect the equipment and monitor oil usage until the cause is identified. 

DATE LETTER F:EC 'D FROM AGENCY: 
INCIDENT CLOSED: 

BY: 
DATE LETTEF: SENT TO AGENCY: 2/6/91 

oo77J2 



CH!£PL\ 
State of Ohio Environmental Protection Agency 

Northeast District Office 
'0 E. Aurora Road 

.11nsburg, Oh1o 44087-1969 
(216) 963-1200 (216) 425-9171 
FAX (216) 467-Q769 

April 5, 1991 

Mr. Thomas Shepker 
Manager, Environmental Control 
Warren Consolidated Industries, Inc. 
1040 Pine Avenue, S.E. 
Warren, Ohio 44483-6528 

Dear Mr. Shepker: 

RECEIVED 
APR 0 8 1991 

Div •. OI Solid & Haz. Waste Ma!leorge V. Vcinovich 
Governor 

RE: WARREN CONSOLIDATED 
INDUSTRIES, INC. 
OHD 060 409 521 
#02-78-0184 
TRUMBULL COUNTY 
G-S-D 

.Thank you for your submittal dated October 19, 1990. 

Based upon the information you have provided, it appears that 
your facility is now in compliance for violations noted in the 
September 18, 1990, letter. 

sincerely'~ 

1i{;~hf11\'& 01/;L-
Kristen M. S~itzer 
Environmental Scientist 
Division of Solid and Hazardous Waste 
Management 

KMS/fn 

cc: Paul Anderson, DSHWM, NEDO 
Pam Allen, DSHWM, CO 
Laurie Stevenson, DSHWM, CO 



~WARREN 
Consolidated Industries, Inc. 

January 4, 1991 

Mr. Ermelindo Gomes 
Ohio Environmental Protection Agency 
Division of Water Pollution Control 
Northeast District Office 
2110 East Aurora Road 
Twinsburg, Ohio 44087 

Dear Mr. Gomes: 

Process Overflow at 
outfall 3ID00071009 on 

December 31. 1990 

Pursuant to page 8 of 33, of NPDES Permit 3ID00071*AD, we are 
reporting a process overflow through Outfall 3ID00071009. The 
overflow began at 9:00 a.m. on December 31, 1990 and concluded 
at 7:00 a.m. on January 1, 1991. The flow rate was 128.8 GPM 
and .17 MGD were released. The pH of the effluent during the 
overflow was 4.0. A sample was taken and will be used in the 
calculation of BAT Compliance for Outfall 3ID00071602 for 
December 31, 1990. 

The overflow occurred when the Mahoning River reached flood 
stage on December 31, 1990. Flood stage for Warren, Ohio is 
93.6', which was exceeded at 3:00 a.m. on December 31, 1990, 
with the river cresting at 95.5' at 2:00 p.m. on December 31, 
1990. A copy of the Warren Consolidated Industries, Inc. (WCI) 
Security Flood Watch Report is enclosed. 

The #6 Pond overflowed through Outfall 3ID00071009 because of 
runoff from high rainfall, flooded basements and sumps being 
pumped to the Central Waste Water Treatment P~ant (CWWTP), and 
the inadvertent o ening of the a e at #5 Manhole allowing 
river wa er o ow into the #9 Lift Station. The combination 
of these events exceed the capacity of the CWWTP. 

The finishing operations were shut down for the New Year 
Holiday, so that only a little of the water going to the CWWTP 
and overflowing to the river, at this time, was from 
processing. The CWWTP was operated at full capacity during the 
overflow to minimize the amount reaching the river. The valve 
in the #5 Manhole was chained and padlocked so that it can not 
be opened accidentally in the future. 

007725 



Mr. Ermelindo Gomes 
Page 2 
January 4, 1991 

If you have any questions or need additional information, 
please call me at (216) 841-8200. 

Sincerely, 

Y7 1'1?-?~~ 0 JALh; 
Thomas o. Shepker 

'J Manager 
Environmental Control 

cdf 
#84 

Enclosure 
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OEC o 4 1990 

CERTIFIED MAIL 
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED 

Thomas Shepker, Manager 
Environmental Control 
Warren Consolidated Industries, Inc. 
1040 Pine Avenue, S.E. 
Warren, Ohio 44483-6528 

Oear Mr. Shepker: 

5HR-12 

Re: Notice of Violation 
Warren Consolidated 
Industries, Inc. 
OHD 060 409 521 

On August 20 and 22, 1990, the Ohio Environmental Protection Agency (OEPA) 
representing the United States Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA) 
conducted an inspection under the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act 
(RCRA) at the referenced facility. The purpose of the inspection was to 
determine the compliance status of your facility with respect to the 
applicable hazardous waste management requirements of RCRA, including the land 
disposal restrictions. 

With respect to the land disposal restrictions section of the inspection, the 
following violation was identified: 

Failure to retain on-site copies of all notices, certifications, 
demonstrations, and other documentation for at least five (5) years from 
the date that the waste was last sent to an on-site or off-site 
treatment, storage, or disposal facility, as required by 40 CFR 
268.7(a)(6). 



- 2 -

Please submit to this office within thirty {30) days of receipt of this Notice 
of Violation, documentation demonstrating that this violation has been 
corrected and indicating what measures have been initiated to assure future 
compliance. Failure to correct these violations may subject your facility to 
further Federal enforcement action. 

Enclosed is the inspection report for your records. If you have any questions 
concerning this correspondence, please contact Catherine McCord at {312) 886-
4436. 

Sincerely yours, 
ORIGINAl SIGNED BY 

KEVIN M. PIERARO 
Kevin M. Pierard, Chief 
MN/OH Technical Enforcement Section 

Enclosure 

cc: Paul Anderson, OEPA-NEDO 

bee: LiSa Pierard, TPS-OH, SHR-13 
Francene Harris, 5HR-12 



~WARREN 
Consolidated Industries, Inc. 

Environmental Control 
(216) 841-8200 

Mr. Ermelindo Gomes 
Ohio Environmental Protection Agency 
Northeast District Office 
2110 East Aurora Road 
TWinsburg, Ohio 44087 

Mr. Mark Horwitz (5HS-26) 
U.S. EPA, Region V 
230 South Dearborn Street 
Chicago, Illinois 60604 

Dear Sirs: 

October 30, 1990 

Ohio Environmental 
Protection Agency 
Emergency Response 
P. 0. Box 1049 
Columbus, Ohio 43266 

Mr. William Craig 
Trumbull County Emergency 
Response 
160 High Street 
Warren, Ohio 44481 

Re: Warren Consolidated Industries, Inc. 
Unauthorized Discharge of 9/26/90 
NRC No.: 41226 
Ohio Emergency Response No.: 9-78-4614 

The attached sheet is the Warren Consolidated Industries, 

Inc. account of unauthorized discharge No. WCI-1990-1. The 

analysts of grab samples, requested by Ermelindo Gomes, of 

OEPA, for oil and grease are also attached. 

The oil was discovered coming from Outfall 3ID00071 007, at 

11:00 A.M. on September 26, 1990. The oil boom we maintain for 

use on the Mahoning River was deployed by 12:00 A.M., but had 

little effect on retaining the oil because of high river level 

caused by rain, and the fact that the Army Corp. of Engineers 

was lowering the level of the reservoir, which feeds the 

Mahoning River for spring flood control. A small boom, about 

15', was found and deployed at the outfall about 1:30 P.M., and 

did an effective job of retaining the oil. A contractor was 

brought in at 1: 00 P.M. and helped deploy the small boom and 

used their vacuum truck to remove the oil as it accumulatedo 

By 3:00 P.M., the flow of oil had significantly decreased, and 

by 4:00A.M., on September 27, 1990, the flow of oil had 

stopped. The contractor manned the boom until 8:30 A.M. with 

no new accumulation in 4~ hours. 
RECEIVED 

,,,, 3~'-JDc0C1 3 1 \990 
OHIO EPA,N.E.D.O. 



Warren Consolidated Industries, Inc. 
Unauthorized Discharge of 9/26/90 
NRC No.: 41226 

October 30, 1990 

Ohio Emergency Response No.: 9-78-4614 

Page Two 

When the oil was discovered at 11:00 A.M., the departments 
whose area includes portions of the sewer which empty into 
outfall 007 were notified and began checking their operations, 
catch basins, and pulling sewer manhole covers to determine the 
origins of the oil. They were unable to find its source. The 
Lubrication Engineerwas given a sample to determine if the oil 
was a soluable rolling oil or from a different source. 
Separation tests of the oil indicated it was more like a 
cutting or lubricating oil used for a band saw, cut-off wheel 
or drill press. We checked the maintenance areas, but could 
not find where any equipment had been recently cleaned or 
repaired. We found no evidence of where the oil got into the 
sewer system. 

To prevent this type of incident form reoccurring, we 
reeducated our maintenance people on which sewers go to the 
river and which go to the oil collection unit. Contractors 
were instructed not to discharge anything into WCI sewers. WCI 
plant security will begin having all inbound empty tank 
truckers open their tank valves prior to entry into our plant· 
on a spot check basis. 

If you have any questions, or need additional information, 
please call me at (216) 841-8200. 

TOS:cdf 
#62 

Attachments 

Sincerely, 
,r--- ~. 
I . 
' ·/ • / ; - 'L. ! y-c...(. /-'1'-i.-

Thomas o. Shepker 
Mgr. Environmental Control 



L''<HUTH DISCH NO. : WCI~' 990-1 DATE: 9/26/90 : Thomas 0. Shepker 

"******************************************~***********~************************ 
1 • DATE OF DISCHARGE 9/26/90 TIME 1: 11:00 AM 

2. SF· ILL REPORTED BY T.O.Shepker TIME2: 4:00 AM on 9/27/90 
~ 

-'• MATERIAL SPILLED Soluble oil and 1.'ater emulsion 

4. LOCATION OF SPILL Discovered at tandem mill outfall 

WATERWAY AFFECTED Mahoning River OUTFALL NO.: 3ID0007l007 
5. DISCHARGE QUANTITY Approximately 5 gallons per hour 
6. AGENCY NOTIFICATIONS 

OEPA EMER RESPONSE DATE 
1800-282-93781 TIME 

OEPA CONTACT 
OEPA NO. 

9/26/90 
3:16PM 
Tim Hicken 
9-78-4614 

NAT RESF' CENTEF: DATE : 9/26/90 
( 800-4:24-8802) Tl ME: 3:09 PM 

NRC CONTACT: Cherry 
NRC NO : 41226 

OEPA REGIONAL OFFICE: 
<216-425-91711 TIME: 

OEPA REGIONAL CONTACT: 
DATE: 

TRUMBLL CO EMERGENCY MGMT AGENCY: 
< 392-6 777 I Tl ME 
COUNTY CONTACT 

DATE 

3:30PM 
Ermelindo Gomes 
9/26/90 

4:28 PM 
William Craig 
9/26/90 

6. AFFECTS ON HUMAN HEALTH OR ENVIRONMENT: none 

7. CAUSE OF INCIDENT: We are investigating to find the source. We were unable· to 
identify the source. We believe it was a mistake by a maintenence person either from 
WCI or a contractor who thought they were discharging to the oil recovery unit via 
a process catch basin but instead placed the oil in a rainwater catch basin. The oil 
appeared to be the type used to lubricate power cutting equipment(band saw,cut-off 
wheel, etc.) 

8. CONTAINMENT AND CLEANUF" INITIATED: oil boom and vacuum truck at outfall.90% + 
recovery w 

COMPLETE: 8: 00 AM 

9. CORRECTIVE ACT I ON TAKEN: The maintainence people were reinstructed as to which 
sewers go to the oil collection recovery unit and which go directly to river. The 
outside contractors were instructed not to dump into WCI sewers. Plant ~rotection 
will begin to spot checking incoming tank trucks which aretsupposed to be empty 
by having their drivers open the tank valve before entering'the plant. 

DATE LETTER REC'D FROM AGENCY: 
INCIDENT CLOSED: 007723 

DATE LETTER SENT TO AGENCY: 10/26/90 
BY: 



AMERICAN ANALYTICAL LABORATORIES, INC. 

INDUSTRIAL HYGIENE AND ENVIRONMENTAL SCIENCES 

840 S. MAIN STREET 
AKRON, OHIO 44311 
(216) 535-1300 

WORK ID: Water Analysis 

SAMPLED BY: RES of AAL 

SAMPLE ID 
AAL LAB # 

DATE COLLECTED 

Pg. 1 

WORK ORDER #: 90-09-266 

SAMPLES RECEIVED: 09/27/90 
ANALYSIS REPORTED: 10/18/90 

REPORT ISSUED TO: 

Dick Gradishar 
Warren Consolidated 
Industries, Inc. 
1040 Pine Avenue, SE 
Warren, Ohio 44482-1550 

PARAMETER(S) RESULT(S) UNITS METHOD(S) 

#1 09/26/90 16:00:00 
,----9009266-01 

Oil & Grease, Total 9 MG/L EPA 413 1 

#2 09/26/90 20:00:00 
9009266-02 

Oil & Grease, Total 4 MG/L EPA 413 1 

#3 09/27/90 23:59:00 
9009266-03 

Oil & Grease, Total 1 MG/L EPA 413 1 -

#4 09/27/90 04:00:00 
9009266-04 

Oil & Grease, Total 1 MG/L EPA 413 1 -

#S 09/27/90 08:00:00 
9009266-05 

Oil & Grease, Total 1 MG/L EPA 413 1 -

ANALYSIS REVIEWED AND APPROVED BY 

• ACCREDITED BY THE AMERICAN INDUSTRIAL HYGIENE ASSOCIATION • 



( ; J 

Environmental Control october 9, 1990 
Monthly Report - September 1990 

Unauthorized pischarge 

At 11:00 A.M. on September 26, 1990 an oil emulsion was 
discovered discharging from the Rolling and Finishing non 
contact after Outfall 007 at a rate of about 5 gal/hr. 
The oil boom was deployed, but because of the low volume 
of oil and high river, it was ineffective. A small boom 
was then deployed at Outfall 007, which contained the 
oil. The boom was manned by Duke Sanitary, who vacuumed 
the oil off the water surface until it ceased to flow at 
4:00 A.M. on September 27, 1990. We are still attempting 
to find the source of the 50-80 gallons of oil emulsion, 
which made it to the outfall. The national response 
center, Ohio EPA Emergency Response, Local Emergency 
.coordinator, and Local OEPA office were notified per law. 
A written report will follow. 

-

- .. _ .... ___ .. 

WCIW 02804 





WARREN CONSOLIDATED INDUSTRIES, INC. 
Engineering Department 

August 21, 1990 

MINVTES OF MEETING 

A pre-bid meeting was held in the Engineering Department on Monday, August 20, 1990, at 10:00 A.M. 

Present: WCI 

D. w. Musolf 
A. w. Pinkerton 
c. L. Hunter 

VISITORS 

George Shutrump, Chas. Shutrump & Eons 
Mark Shutrump, Chas. Shutrump & sons 
John Reed, Jack Gibson Construction co. 
Tom Tinkler, A. P. O'Horo Co. 
Chuck Carrier, Maybrook Construction co. 

Subject: 4 Million Gallon Waste Water 
Storage Tank Foundation 
Specification 69-023-6820 

The meeting was opened with a statement that Warren Consolidated Industries, Inc. (WCI) will review any request for additional information and, if it is determined to be of a proprietary nature, it will not be given to the other bidders. If the information is of a general nature, it will be given to all bidders. 

The specifications were reviewed and the following areas were highlighted: 

20 .1. 2 This job will be .worked under the full wage portion of the National Maintenance Agreement. 

20.1.5.4 Two copies of the prints were furnished. 

20.1.6 This section was reviewed in detail. 

2 0. 1. 6. 7 WCI will furnish only the slag that is produced at Standard Slag. Bentonite or any other backfill material called for on the drawings, or in the specifications, will be provided by the contractor. 
20. 1. 6. 8 The power that is available will come from the Field Engineers office and only be sufficient to power one trailer. 

WCI·R 009668 



Minutes of Meeting August 21, 1990 4 Million Gallon Waste Water 
Storage Tank Foundation 
Page Two 

20.1. 7 .15.1 

20.1. 8 

20.3.1.4 

20.3.4 and 
20.3.5 

20.4 

20.5 

20.6 

Exhibit B 

Delete this paragraph. All debris will be deposited on WCI property. The location for quoting purposes will be the fill area located across from Livi Steel and BFI on Pine Avenue. Access to this area will be via the contractors gate and a haul road parallel to Pine Avenue. 

This section was reviewed in detail. 

The scope of work for this contract will be 10' 0" outside the edge of the concrete foundation. 

Relocation of the natural gas line shown on the drawings will not be done. This line will be left under the foundation. The contractor will take care not to damage it during construction. Any damage will be repaired by the contractor, at his cost. 

The contractors were asked to review these sections in detail, as they are a suggested construction procedure. If the contractor has a different way to construct the project that will result in cost savings, or a better finished product, they should discuss those ideas with WCI. 

Deviation from this procedure must be approved by WCI. 

The schedule is based on working five days per week and eight hours per day. If the time from the start to the finish of construction is not sufficient to accomplish the work, then the contractor should note that with his bid. WCI does not expect to work overtime to meet that schedule. 

This section was reviewed in detail. 

This section was reviewed in detail. 

The contractors were reminded to complete and return Exhibit B with their bid. 

WCI-R 009669 



Minutes of Meeting August 21, 1990 
4 Million Gallon Waste Water 
Storage Tank Foundation 
Page Three 

The importance of "as built" drawings was pointed out to the 
contractors and they were informed that the retention would not 
be paid until the "as built" drawings were received. · 

A detail of the construction joint was requested. 
been added to Drawing #134750 Revision l. Two 
attached. 

This has 
prints are 

One copy of "General Safety Guides for Contractors" is included 
with these minutes. 

A site visit was conducted following the meeting. 

DWM:cdf 
#01 

cc: All Present 
RAZ ;res' 

[i£ {J II ic"'i 
D. W. Musolf ) 
Works Project Manager 

WCI-R 009670 



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
REGIONS 

230 SOUTH DEARBORN ST. 

CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60604 

CERTIFIED MAIL-REI'URN REX:EIPT REPUESTED 

James Stack, President 
warren Consolidated Industries 
1040 Pine Avenue 
warren, Ohio 44483 

Dear Mr. Stack: 

MAR 0 7 1990. 
REPLY TO Tim ATIENTION OF: 

SHS-26 

The United States Environmental Protection Agency ("U.S. EPA") is seeking 
information concerning the below-identified release(s) of a hazardous 
substance(s) into the environment: 

10/17/89 18433 

Accidental 
Release I.D.JE 

25628 

SUbstance 

Hydrochloric 
Acid 

Arrount 

18,000 gal. 

Pursuant to the authority of section l04(a) ;;1 "\ (e) of the Comprehensive 
Environmental Res):Onse, Compensation, and LiaL:•ility Act ("CERCLA"), 42 U.S.C. 
Sections 9604(a) and (e), you are requested to respond to the questions in 
the enclosed questionnaire as they relate to. the above-identified release of 
a hazardous substance. Failure to timely furnish the information requested 
relating to the matters identified in Section l04(e) of CERCLA may subject 
your corrpany to an administrative compliance order or the imposition of civil 
penalites of up to $25,000 per day of violation. 

The enclosed questionnaire is divided into tlrree sections: (l) general 
questions about the facility from which the release oc=red, (2) questions 
concerning the re]:Orted release , and ( 3) questions concerning your efforts to 
resp:md to the release. If more than one release is identified above, a 
separate res):Onse should be sul:mitted for each release. You may reproduce 
the questionnaire, or you may sutxni t a computer printout that provides the 
requested information in the same format as the questionnaire provided. 

Your response shall include all information requested which is in your 
possession, custody or control, or which is in the J:OSSession, custody, or 
control of any of your employees, officers, or agents. You are entitled to 
assert a claim of business confidentiality covering part of the sul:mitted 
information, in the matter described in 40 CFR section 2. 203 (b) . 

RECEIVED 

MAR 12 1990 

Warren Consolidated Industries. Inc. 
Environmental Control 



-2-

In£onnation subject to a claim of business confidentiality win be made 

available to the public only in accordance with the procedures set forth in 

40 CFR Part 2, SUbpart B. Unless a business confidentiality claim is 

asserted at the tilre the requested infonnation is sutmitted, u.s. EPA may 

make this infonnation available to the public without further notice to you. 

Your resp:mse nust be sent to u.s. EPA within 30 calernar days of your 

receipt of this letter. Please send your response to: 

Mark Horwitz (5HS-26) 
u.s. EPA, Region V 
230 SOuth Dearborn Street 
Ori.cago, Illinois 60604 

If you have any questions concerning this matter, please contact Mr. Horwitz 

at (312) 353-9045 or Tam Lueders at (312) 353-8217. 

~~~ 
Norm- Ni8dergang 
Acting AssOciate Division Director 
Office of SUperfund 

Enclosure 

' 



. ' 

~WARREN 
Consolidated Industries, Inc. 
Environmental Control 
(216) 841-8200 

Mr. Mike Stevens 
Ohio Environmental Protection Agency 
Division of Water Pollution Control 
2110 E. Aurora Road 
TWinsburg, OH 44087 

Dear Mr. Stevens: 

October 19, 1989 

Unauthorized Discharge No. 10-78-4025 
NPDES PERMIT No. 3TD00004*CD 

Attached, please find a copy of the Unauthorized Discharge No. 10-78-4025, 
which occurred on October 17, 1989. I trust that this answers any question 
you might have. 

If I can be of further assistance, or you have addi tiona! questions, 
please call me at (216) 841-8200. 

TOS:cdf 

cc: B. Miller, OEPA Columbus 

0621Q 

Sioo<<<ly,(;)~.,_ 

T. 0, Shepker 
Mgr. Environmental Control 

1040 Pine Ave. SE • Warren, OH 44483-6528 • Telephone (216) 841-8000 



:.Jhl;lUTH DISCH- h!O.: 1989 #4 Dt'=1-fE: · .i 0/ 18/59 B\': T. U. SJ-iEPf:.:ER 

******************************************************************************** 
1. DATE OF DISCHARGE 10/17/89 TIMEl: 4:00PM STARTED 10/17/89 

2. SPILL REPORTED BY T.O.SHEPKERTIME2: 4:45PM FINISHED 10/17/89 

3. MATERIAL 5PILLED ?ROCES3 AND CONT0C7 WATER ~;eM Fl~liSHING OPERATIONS 

4. LOCATI~N OF SPI~~ *6 POND OVERFLOW WEIR 

WATERWAY AFFECTED MAHONING RIVER 

5. DISCHARGE QUANTITY 18 ~ 000 GALLOt·~S 
6. AGE~lCY NOTIFICATIONS 

OEFA EMER RESF·ONSE DATE 
(80~)-262-9378) TIME 

OE.FA CotH,;cT 
CjEF·A NO. 

cr:I3 :=;-:-:.: _ _;T 
10-73· -~-;..::;:'.:· 

NAT RESP CENTER DATE ~ 10/18,'8i 
( 81)0-4 24 -881.)2) T I !'"IE: :::-. ~ ·:~.~5 r·r·i 

NRC CONTACT: A.MO~~I~ 
NRC NO : 1843·-::: 

OEFA REGION~L OFFICE: 
·::.16-425--9171 > Tlr'IE~ :::::: =.s r· 1.'4 

IJEF'P1 ~~EGIONAL CONTACT~ M. S.TEt./ENS 
DATE: l(i/ld/89 

TRUMBLL CO EMERGENCY MGMT AGENCY: 
!392-6777) TIME : 

COUNTY CONT,;CT 
DATE 

7':30 AM 
l•J. CRt~IG 
10/19./87" 

6. AFFECTS ON HUM;;r-.; HEAi_TH OF: E~NifWNt·1ENT: rJONE 

OUTFALL NO.: 3IDOQ004009 

7. CAUSE OF INCIDENT: ELECTRICAL DEPARTMENT HAD TO REPLACE A UTILITY 
'OLE. CURTAILMENT OF POWER TO WWTP PUMPS ALLOWING POND TO OVERFLOW. 

S. CONTAINNENT AND CLEANUP INITIATED: H1MEDIATELY 

COMPLETE: 4:30PM 10/17/89 

7. CORRECTIVE ACTION TAKEN: ELECTRICAL DEPARTMENT INSTRUCTED TO NOTIFY 
:tl'·n~:oNr·IE! :TAL· CONTROL [•EF'ARH1ENT PRIOR TO CUF:TAILING F'Dl<JER TO CENTRAL ~·JASTE 
lATER TREATMENT PLANT PUMPS. PRIOR NOTICE ALLOWS TREATMENT PLANT TO LOWER THE 
_EVEL OF T~iE POt·iD PREVEN-riNG CVE~FLOW. 

DATE LETTER REC'b FROM AGENCY: 
INCIDENT CLOSED: 

BY: 
DATE LETTER SENT TO AGENCY: 10/19/89 



.SEP 2.11989 5HR-12 

Thomas o. Shepker 
Manager, Environmental Control 
Warren Consolidated Industries, Inc. 
1040 Pine Ave., S.E. 
Warren, Ohio 444830-6528 

Re: Compliance Letter 

Dear Mr. Shepker: 

warren consolidated Industries, Inc. 
OHD 060-409-521 

On May 25 and Jnne 2, 1989, the Ohio Enviromnental Protection Agency (OEPA}, 

representing the United States Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA}, 

conducted a Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA} inspection of the 
above referenced facility. The purpose of the inspection was to determine 
the compliance status of this facility with respect to the applicable 
hazardous waste management requirements of RCRA, including the land disposal 
restrictions of certain spent solvents (FOOl-F005} and dioxins which became 
effective on Noverriber 8, 1986 , and certain hazardous wastes CO!lliT'Dill y referred 
to as california list wastes which became effective on July 8, 1987. 
Additionally, the land disposal restrictions for First Third of SCheduled 
Wastes became effective on August 8, 1988. Regulations are set forth in 
40 CFR Part 268 and in revisions to 40 CFR Parts 260-265, 268, 270, and 271. 

As a result of the inspection, it appears that the subject facility is in 
compliance with the land disposal requirements found at 40 CFR Part 268. 

Thank you for your cooperation. If you have any questions concerning this 
letter, please contact Mr. Gregory T. Carlson of my staff at ( 312} 886-8095. 

Sincerely yours, 

Sally K. swanson, Chief 
IN/MN/OH Enforcement Program section 

Enclosure 

cc: Mike Savage, OEPA 
Kris Coder, NElXl 

bee: Sally swanson, REB 

RCRA REB 
ENFORCE· STAFF 

MENT 
\tiL-

I NIT. t[{zt[tb~ DATE 

5HR-12carlson: :pH: 6-8093: :DISK "B" :FILENAME: shepker 

.... REB 
BECTION CHIEF CHil:F. 

~~ 
q.J'Jic61 



State<:' Ohio Errvin>nmenbll Protection Agency 

Northeast District Office 
2110 E. Aurora Road 

1sburg, Ohio 44087-1969 
,_.d) 425-9171 
FAX (216) 48741768 

Richard F. Celeste 

lDf Governor 

July 21, 1989 RE: WARREN CONSOLIDATED INDUSTRIES, INC. 

Thomas 0. Shepker 
Manager, Environmental Control 
Warren Consolidated Industries, Inc. 
1040 Pine Ave., S.E. 
Warren, Ohio 44483-6528 

Dear Mr. Shepker: 

TRUMBULL COUNTY 
02-78-0;[4 
OHD 060-409-521 

CERTIFIED MAIL 

Thank you for your letter dated July 19, 1989. The information presented 
indicates that your facility has corrected the violations noted inmy letter 
dated June 7, 1989. As a result your facility is considered in compliance with 

the violations cited during my May 25 and June 2 inspection. 

If I can be of further help, 'pleas let me know. 

Yours truly, 

i . _/ (.-zti_ ' 
.(:":'L--0 /- (J 

Kris L. Coder 
Environmental Scientist 
Division of Solid and Hazardous Waste 
Management 

KLC/ sp 

cc: Debby Berg. DSHWM, NEDO 

-"' L_ 



~WARREN 
- - ' ' 

·--~:- ~·:)_,-:~.:.~:=c --~·_:....::t::":-:.:::. ~c. 

Engineering DepartQent 
( 21 6) 84 i -8 i 80 

~1r. Dennis Lee 
OEPA 
Group Leader Industrial Wastewater 

... '-- .. -.:_, 

September 9, 1989 

State of Ohio Environmental Protection Agency 

Northeast District Office 
2110 E. Aurora Road 
Twinsburg, OH 44087 

Oea r t·1r. Lee: 

Oil Incident of February 15, 1989 at 010 
Outfall on NPDES Permit No. 3I000004*CD 

A sump pump at the Locomotive Repair Shop 11as found to be i nop­

erative. The pump moves the contents of the sump to No. 5 Pond for oil 

removal and water treatment. If the sump pump fails, the sump overflows to 

the sewer leading to No. 010 Outfall where you observed the oil discharging on 

February 15, 1989. The overflow was bricked and cemented shut on February 22, 

1989 to prevent a recurrence. 

During this investigation, an outside catch basin which receives water 

from the Machine Shop was found to have an overflow line to the 010 Outfall 

sewer at nearly the same elevation as the line to No. 5 Pond. The line to 010 

sewer was bricked and mortared on February 22, 1989 to prevent an oily 

discharge from 010. 

We believe this should prevent a recurrence of the oil discharge of 

February 15, 1989. 

~truly yours 

v ~ t c:. [...<4'.......,:...;--, 

T. 0. Shepker 
t~anager Environmental Con• 

TOS:amw 

0077Io 



~WARREN 
Environmental Control 
(216) 841-8200 

Mr. Mike Stevens 
Ohio Environmental Protection Agency 
Division of Water Pollution Control 
2110 E. Aurora Road 
Twinsburg, OH 44087 

Dear Mr. Stevens: 

June 22, 1989 

Unauthorized Discharge No. 6-78-2189 
NPDES PERMIT No. 3ID00004*CD 

Attached, please find a copy 
which occurred on June 15, 1989. 
might have. 

of the Unauthorized Discharge No. 6-78-2189, 
I trust that this answers any question you 

If I can be of further assistance, please call me at (216) 841-8200. 

RJG:cdf 

cc: B. Miller, OEPA Co 1 umbus 

05590 

007716 

Sincerely, 

(,.tid,~~ 
Environmental Control 

tt£CEI~EO 

jUll !1 19~ 

Of\\0 E.P~-tt E. D. 0. 



Unauthorized Discharge No.: WCI 1989 #3 
Date: June 15, 1989 By: R. J. Gradishar 

1. DATE OF DISCHARGE: June 15, 1989 TIME 1: Started 5:00 AM on June 15, 1989 

2. SPILL REPORTED BY: R. J. Gradishar TIME 2: Ended 11:00 AM on June 16, 1989 

3. MATERIAL SPILLED: Process and contact water form finishing operations, 
containing Pickler Rinse Water (pH:2.9) and soluble rolling oil. 

4. LOCATION OF SPILL: No. 6 Pond Overflow Weir, Outfall 4009. 
WATERWAY AFFECTED: Mahoning River OUTFALL NO.: 3ID00004009 

5. DISCHARGE QUANTITY: 259,000 Gallons. 

6. AGENCY NOTIFICATIONS: 

OEPA EMERGENCY RESPONSE 
(800-282-9378) 

NATIONAL RESPONSE CENTER 
(800-424-8802) 

TRUMBULL CO. EMERGENCY MGMT 

AFFECTS ON HUMAN HEALTH 
or ENVIRONMENT: 

DATE: June 15, 1989 
TIME: 10:45 AM 
OEPA CONTACT: Bruce Miller 
OEPA NUMBER : 6-78-2189 

DATE: June 15, 1989 
TIME: 10:55 AM 
NRC CONTACT: A. Morris 
NRC NUMBER : 9543 

DATE: June 15, 1989 
TIME: 11 :05 AM 
COUNTY CONTACT: P. DelGenio 

NONE 

7. CAUSE OF INCIDENT: The Mahoning River. Because of the near flood level 
condition, it was found to be backing up into our Process Water System via 
the emergency overflow sewer, located at the Process Water No. 9 Pump 
Station. This station, along with the normal incoming process water, was 
taking on an additional 205 GPM of river water. This station pumps all of 
the incoming water sources to the No. 5 and 6 Surge Ponds, which in turn 
pumps to the Central Treatment Plant. 

Because of the additional influent from the river, the Central Treatment 
Plant, pumping at the ma-ximum treatable flow rate of 1000 GPM, could not 
keep up with the overload. This causes the Surge Ponds to reach the 
maximum levels and overflow to the river at Outfall 4009, which is the 
permitted emergency Overflow Weir Gate, located at the No. 6 Pond. 



Unauthorized Discharge 
Page Two 

8. CONTAINMENT AND CLEANUP INITIATED: Immediately after the discovery of the 
nver water influent 1nto the Process Water System, the point of entry, 
which is the emergency overflow sewer at the No.9 Pump Station, was 
sandbagged shut. This maneuver was successful in stopping the river 
influent and was accomplished by 3:00 PM on June 15, 1989. 

Also, soon after discovering the overflow to the river at the No. 6 Pond, 3 
vacuum trucks were employed around the clock to draw as much of the 
overflow as possible ,and as fast as possible, and continuously deposit the 
drawn water into our 500,000 gallon Waste Oil Holding Tank. Unfortunately, 
the water contaminated some 150,000 gallons of Waste Oil, which was already 
processed into marketable oil, and will now have to be dewatered and 
reprocessed. A total of 110,000 gallons of water was deposited into the 
tank, therefore, reducing the total discharge by that amount. With this 
effort, a potential 396,000 gallons of total discharge was reduced to 
259,000 gallons. 

The soluble oil concentration in the process water, 
the discharge (30 hours), was analyzed at 44 mg/L. 
114 gallons of soluble oil discharged to the river. 
oil was discharged. 

during the period of 
This equates to some 

No collectable free 

9. CORRECTIVE ACTION TAKEN: An engineering review of the No. 9 Pump Station 
emergency overflow sewer will be conducted, to determine what type of 
backflow prevention device should be installed. 

10. Cost to abate discharge to river at Outfall 4009, on June 15, 1989: 

A. Loss of 150,000 gallons of marketable waste oil by water contamination: 
$18,000.00. 

B. Trucking 110,000 gallons of water from Outfall 4009 to Waste Oil Tank: 
$3,002.00. 

C. Total Cost: $21,002.00. 

RJG: cdf 

cc: J. V. STACK 
B. J. MITCHELL 
P. T. KENNEY 
R. B. VEST 

05630 

R. A. ZEUNER 
D. W. MUSOLF 
T. 0 .. SHEPKER 
J. G. WALTER 

f,Lj.J;~ 
R. J. Gradishar 
Environmental Control 
Warren 

oo7718 





Environmental Control Monthly Report 
June 1989 

Page 2 

l' 

UNAUTHORIZED DISCHARGE - NPDES Outfall #009, OEPA #6-78-2189. On 
June 15, 1989, the river backed into #9 Lift Station during unusually 
heavy rains causing pumps to run continuously until #6 Pond 
overflowed. The overflow fr0111 #9 Lift Station was sand bagged to 
prevent back flow and 110,000 gallons of water was taken fro• #6 Pond 
by tanker to our 500,000 gallons used ofl tank to stop the overflow; 
A back flow preventer will be installed at 1g Lift Station Overflow, 
to prevent reoccurrence. A report of the incident was ·~ed ~ the 
OEPA on June 22, 1989. · 

\IIC!\11 02787 





~WARREN 
Engineering Department 
(216) 841-8180 

Mr. Mike Stevens 
Ohio Environmental Protection Agency 
Division of Water Pollution Control 
2110 E. Aurora Road 
Twinsburg, OH 44087 

Dear Mike: 

March 21, 1989 

Unauthorized Discharge No. 7-78-0751, NPDES PERMIT No. 3ID00004*CD 

Attached please find a copy of the unauthoized discharge No. 7-78-0751 
which occurred on March 11, 1989. I trust that this answers any question you 
might have. 

If I can be of further assistance, please call me at (216) 841-8200. 

TOS:amw 

cc: T. Hicken, OEPA Columbus 

0521 Q 

' 

Sincerely yours, 

-~~-v fl1£b? 
Thomas 0. Shepker 
Manager Environmental Control 

I<ECCIV£D 

liAR Z 3 !aBO 

OHIO EPA-N. E. D. 0. 

·' 



.. DAT~ CF ~I~CHA~GE 

~~. BPI~;- REPORTED 8'( .,,,~ 

I i._; :::; 

F·ROCESE AND CGNTACT WATER cRCM FI~!!SH!~lG DPERATI~~S 

CO~iTAIN:NG P!Cb~LER WRII~SE WATER A~D SOLUBL~ ROl_!_ING u~L. 

4. LOCATIO~! OF SPILL BETWEEN GUTFALLS # (l(>6 # 007 

~JATERWAY AFFECTED OUTFA~L NO.: NONE 

S. DISCHARGE QUANTITY 
6. AGENCY NO'f!FICATIOrJS 

OEPA EMER RESPONSE DATE 
(800-282-9378) TIME 

CiEFA CDh!T HCT 
QEPr=\ t'~C .. 

03/l1,/E:9 

7 --78-C•751 

NAT RESP CENTER DATE : 03/11/89 
(8(!0-424-8802) TIME~ 2::8 PM 

NRC CONTACT: PET-rY OFFICER DERTLI 
r.~r:;:c: r-.JO ~ ~s:Jo'2 

DEPA REGION0L OFFICE: 
(=16-425-91711 TIME: 

OEPA REGIONAL CONTACT: 

TRUMBLL CO EMERGENCY MGMT AGENCY~ 

CCJUl\lT'··r' CONTr.:~cT 

D::1TE 

c. AFFECTS ON l~UMAN HEALTH OR ENVIRONMENT: NONE 

7. CAUSE OF INCIDENT! GROUND SHIFT UNDER 36' 1 ACID RESISTANT LINED CONCRETE 
IPE CAUSED LINING TO CRACK ALLOWING WASTE WATER TO LEAK THROUGH JOINT BETWEEN 
l•JD SEC:TIO!'~S OF F'IF'E. F'AF:TIAL BLOCl<~IGE DF 36![ LJ:f;_JE VJITH 26 ·:..-E?~RS OF SEDIAr.,.IE~I.IT. 

8. CONTAINMENT AND CLEANUP INITIATED: F'UMPS S!~UT DOWN. BLOCKAGE REMOVED.OIL 
OOM DEPLOYED WHEN GREASE WAS OVERFLOWED FROM A MANHOLE WHILE F'RESSURIZING Lit~E 

Q FIND LEAK.GgREASE VACUUMED UP.COMPLETE~ LEA~:: IN CONCRETE FATCl~ED 03/15/89ROUT 

OR BID ON ACID LINER 03/17,-89. TO BE COMPLETE2 ASAP. 
'7. CCPF:ECTI\.JE ACTION TP,VEN:: :::::6 1 ~ SEl-•JI=:;:;: L_I:-·-~E i;Jr~S F'F:ESSUF:E CLEP,NED ON 03/12 

03/13!89 OPENING THE LINE ABOUT 50%. T~IE EX:T FROM THE SEWER TO THE HOLDING 
Q~:D IS SCHEDULED TO BE DREDGED. AFTER DREDGING THE 36'' SEWER WILL BE CLEA~IE~. 

L~F: :~ NG REf-';CJ I FS TO Tf:-\E ACID LINE;:;: {;N I NSr-=·t::Cl I-=,:' .-'~ l \....L. BE l-.1f1DE TO DETERr-·1 I NE IF 
;DDITIOI~Al_ DAMAGE HAS OCCURRED. 

DATE LETTER REc·= ~?0~! AGENCY: 

DATE !_ETTER SENT TO AGENCY: (!3/21/2~ 

007715 

RECEIVED 

liAR 2 3 1989 

OHIO EPA-N.E.D.O. 



Environmental Control r~onthly P.eport 
11arch 1989 

!' 

Unauthorized Discharges- On March 11, 1989, a straddle tru5k 
operator discovered water running down the entlankment by tlli 56*­
Shipping Yard. The 36" sewer main was found·to be leaking l'roma 
crack at a joint and back pressure from a partially plugged ltne. A 
temporary patch was installed and the line partially cleaned by March 
16. Bids have been received for patching the acid liner . 

. -· --·- -. -··- -·--·· -- ___ .... 





State of Ohlo Environmental Protection Agency 

" ,rtheast District Office 
I 0 E. Aurora Road 

Twinsburg, Ohio 44087 
(216) 425-9171 

June 7, 1989 

Thomas 0. Shepker 
Manager, Environmental Control 
Warren Consolidated Industries, Inc. 
1040 Pine Ave., S.E. 
Warren, Ohio 44483-6528 

Dear Mr. Shepker: 

Richard F. Celeste 
Governor 

RE: WARREN CONSOLIDATED INDUSTRIES, INC. 
TRUMBULL COUNTY 
02-78 Ql86 

I OHD 060-409~ 
"G-TSD 

CERTIFIED MAIL 
RECEIVED 

OHIO EPA 

JUN 1 ti 1989 

OIV.ol SOLID &.HAl. WASTE MGT. 

On May 25 and June 2, 1989, this writer conducted a hazardous waste inspection 
of Warren Consolidated Indust.ries, Inc., located at 1040 Pine Ave., S.E., 
Warren. You and Mr. David Calderwood represented the facility during the 
inspection. The facility was inspected for compliance with both Ohio and 
Federal hazardous waste regulations. Enclosed for your information is a copy 
of the inspection checklist. Also, enclosed is a copy of the RCRA Land 
Disposal Restriction Inspection checklist. A copy of this checklist is being 
forwarded to the U.S. EPA, Region V, for appropriate follow-up. 

During the inspection the following violations were noted. These violations 
need your immediate attention. 

1. 40 CFR 265.16 and OAC 3745-65-16(A)(B)(C)(D)(E) -Personnel Training 

The facility must document the annual hazardous waste training of all 
employees involved in the hazardous waste program including the training 
of those employees in the Acid Regeneration Plant. Also, the facility 
must document the annual hazardous waste training of all supervisors 
who were absent during the training sessions that were conducted at the 
Galvanized Tern Line. 

2. 40 CFR 265.195 and OAC 3745-66-95(A)(C) Inspections 

The facility must revise its tank inspection form(s) to document the 
inspection, where present, at least once each operating day the following: 

1. Overfill/spill control equipment (E.G., waste-feed cut-off systems, 
bypass systems, and drainage systems) to ensure that it is in good 
working order; 

/J 



Warren Consolidated Industries, Inc. 
Mr. Thomas 0. Shepker 
June 7, 1989 
Page -2-

2. The above g,ound portions of the tank system, if any, to detect 
corrosion or releases of waste; 

3. Data gathered from monitoring equipment and leak-detection equipment 
(E.G., pressure and temperature gauges, monitoring wells) to ensure 
that the tank system is being operated according to its design; and 

4. The construction materials and the area immediately surrounding the 
externally accessible portion of the tank system including secondary 
containment structures (E.G., dikes) to detect erosion or signs of 
releases of hazardous waste (E.G., wet spots, dead vegetation). 

The facility must document an inspection of these items in the operating 
record. 

3. 40 CFR'265.193(F) and OAC 3745-66-93(F), Secondary Containment of Ancillary 
Equipment 

The facility must provide secondary containment to all tank ancillary 
equipment or revise the tank inspection log to include the daily visual 
inspections of all the following ancillary equipment, where applicable: 

1. Above ground piping (exclusive of flanges, joints, valves and 
connections); 

2. Welded flanges, welded joints, and welded connections; 

3. Sealless or magnetic coupling pumps and sealless valves; 

4. Pressurized above ground piping systems with automatic shut-off devices. 

Please within 30 days of recipt of this letter, submit to my attention documentation 
correcting the above violations. Please note that this inspection did not include 
a thorough review of the facility's closure plans for the waste pickle liquor 
units (which will be thoroughly reviewed under the Part B) or the unclosed waste­
pile (coal pile) (which is under review through the EBR). Also, please note 
that this inspection did not review the facility's compliance with all financial 
liability requirements which are reviewed by our Central Office. 

If you have any questions, please call me. 

Yours truly, 

Kris/Aod( ~ 
Environmental Scientist 
Division of Solid and Hazardous Waste 
Management 

KLC/sp 

Enclosures 

cc: ~ Sholtis, DSHWM, Central Office 
Debby Berg, DSHWM, NEDO 
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DwARREN 
Consolidated Industries, lr.c. 
Engineering Department 
(216) 841-8180 March 15, 1989 

Mr. Michael W. Stevens 
Environmental Engineer 
Division of Water Pollution Control 
OEPA 
2110 E. Aurora Road 
Twinsburg, OH 44087-1969 

Dear ~1r. Stevens: 

Direct Discharge to Outfall 011 of 
BOF Flight Conveyor Overflow 

Per our conversation of last week, we acid-cleaned the BOF process 

waterline on March 11 and 12, 1989. The line was opened at 9:30a.m. on 

March 11, flushed with acid, filled with acid and allowed to sit overnight. 

On March 12, the line was opened, the acid drained, and the line was flushed. 

At 1:30 p.m. on March 12, 1989, the line was back in service. We were dis­

charging directly to the river for 28 hours through Outfall NPDES IJo. 

3ID00004011. We estimate 25,000 to 28,000 gallons were discharged during this 

peri ad. 

The cleaning was found to be necessary during an investigation of an 

unauthorized discharge on January 30, 1989, OEPA No. 1-78-336, involving this 

line. An inspection of the 3-1/2" line showed a build-up in excess of 1/2" 

around the pipe. Pump repairs alleviated the immediate problem but a long­

term fix necessitated cleaning the pipe. 

A copy of the original discharge report is attached. In the future, 

we will clean this line every two years to prevent recurrence. 

TOS:amw 
007712 

,,,,,,,,, ''""·~ 

0~" 14anager Environmental Control 

RECEIVED 

11AR 1 8 1989 

OHIO EP A-N. E. D. 0. 



lCPOLLUTION INCIDENT REPORT 19ft 
, j-rY,6f-'SI 

~· Number - $-I 
nm• & Date Reported { L{ ] 1 I/; !:overed _[_/ ~~,>;0£0""--_")__f_/_j_/-1/--~:=::;=-occurred ------------

Reported by (Name) ~ M -;4~ (Position) 

relephone '( \(, - By I - 8'-'. 0 0 Entity Reporting: --'Co""=~------____jJQid Spiller Report?6N 

Suspected Spiller W Ct....L.-7 ~ ~12.:..4 J .. ~ Telephone --------

Mailing Address __ /uO~I(l.l(.J.) _ ____r:P::_....,.J"""' • .d______t.a._~,__ ____ ::;#l.......J:....:-tf'z~R'a..-3..)....---------------
Location of Spill: (County) --"1<-"'U~:.O·'<il~"""k"""L.4~~"'----1(Town/TWP) _ _:Vc=~==,.==~-------<ISection) ------
(Street Location) -----~--~~---------------------ILat & Long) ----------­

(o3 Sources of Spill ---1-:....C,(l.L....I.!l.c)11~;._77_~::____,,---~-::a------------ Size: ---'--- Prioritt=7Jr 

Areas Affected: A L@3 0 N Waterway Affected ----'~~~~~t!:'1-----'d:~--------,.-,------- Weather ------­

Product Spilled I.J04JQ ~ RQ? __ Type: 0_!../,ize: -''-~-
Product Spilled -----------------.....A RQ? __ Type: ___ Size: __ _ 

Did You Tell Spiller To Call: The N.Rfo.-2 Y N (1-800-424-8802, Washington, D.q 

District Office ~ C Time & Date ..., It ) 0 'K 31:;> Talked to 

, Jhe Local EPC? 

"3; /3 &-.-.e 
USEPA/USCG Time & Date _______ Talked to---------

SFM ( 752-7938 ) 

FooNR (night 265-7006) 

(o,oistrict Engineer 

Time&Date _______ Talkedto ~ ~ 

::::: :::: ~=:c::-:c::======:::::: :: 21: .. z;t:~ 
Water Supply ( 4-2752 ) 

DSHWM 

Dept of Health 

ODA (866-6361) 

P!C (2160) AI Franks (848-g6g1) 

Local Agency 

Local FD or PO 

WOMA/Ground Water 

Time & Date _______ Talked to---------

Time & Date -------Talked to---------

Time & Date -------Talked to---------

Time & Date -------Talked to---------

Time & Date -------Talked to---------

Time & Date -------Taiked to---------

Time & Date _.:...__ _____ Talked to_ 

Time & Date ------- Talked to _ 007713 

____________ Time & Date -------Talked to---------

____________ Time & Date -------Talked to---------

RECEIVED 

HAR I 5 1989 

OHIO EP A-N. E. D. 0 

/J~A Follow~up 

3usmess: Y N SARA Report: Y N Oistnct: Y N Received By~ 



~WARREN 
Engineering Department 
(216) 841-8180 

Mr. Dennis Lee 
OEPA 

Rt'l SED DATE 

Group Leader Industrial Wastewater 
State of Ohio Environmental Protection Agency 
Northeast Di~trict Office 
2110 E. Aurora Road 
Twinsburg, OH 44087 

Dear ~1r. Lee: 

Oil Incident of February 15, 1989 at 010 
Outfall on NPDES Permit No. 3I000004*CD 

~1arch 1, 1989 

A sump pump at the Locomotive Repair Shop was found to be inop­

erative. The pump moves the contents of the sump to No. 5 Pond for oil 
removal and water treatment. If the sump pump fails, the sump overflows to 

the sewer leading to No. 010 Outfall where you observed the oil discharging on 

February 15, 1989. The overflow was bricked and cemented shut on February 22, 

1989 to prevent a recurrence. 

During this investigation, an outside catch basin which receives water 

from the Machine Shop was found to have an overflow line to the 010 Outfall 
sewer at nearly the same elevation as the line to ~lo. 5 Pond. The line to 010 

sewer was bricked and mortared on February 22, 1989 to prevent an oily 
discharge from 010. 

We believe this should prevent a recurrence of the oil discharge of 

February 15, 1989. 

TOS:amw 

05020 

- ' 

rihry trul;;~ 
V'~~pker 

Manager Environmental Control 

RECEIVED 

tm o 3 1989 

OHIO EPA-N.E..D.O. 





flNAUTH D~SCH NO.: WCI N 1 DATE: 1/30/89 <H· .O.SHEPKER 
•*•**************************************************••************************ 

1. DATE OF DISCHARGE 1/30/89 TIME1: 7:00AM TO 1:15 PM 

' SPILL REPOP.TED BY T.O.SHEPKERTIME2: 11:15 AM 

3. MATERIAL SPILLED 

4. LOCATION OF SPILL 

COOLING WATER CONTAINING IRON OXIDES WITH HIGH pH 

BOF FLIGHT CONVEYOR 

WATERWAY AFFECTED MAHONING RIVER OUTFALL NO.: 011 

5. DISCHARGE QUANTITY 50 GPM 

6. AGENCY NOTIFICATIONS 
OEPA EMER RESPONSE DATE 

(800-282-9378) TIM~ 

OEPA CONTACT 
OEPA NO. 

NAT RESP CENTER DATE 
(800-424-8802) TIME 

NRC CONTACT 
NRC NO. 

OEPA REGIONAL OFFICE 
(216-425-9171) TIME 

OEPA REGIONAL CONTACT 

01/30/89 
11: 15 
TIM HICKIN 
1-78-336 

01/30/89 
11:25 AM 
MATHEW EWOLDT 
01365 

TRUMBLL CO EMERGENCY MNGT AGENCY: 01/30/89 
(392-6777) TIME : 11:53 AM 

COUNTY CONTACT : WILLIAM CRAIG 

6. AFFECTS ON HUMAN HEALTH OR ENVIRONMENT: NONE 

7. CAUSE OF. INCIDENT: MALFUNTIONING PUMP. PUMP OPERATING BUT NOT PUMPING, 
~USING FLIGHT CONVEYOR PIT TO OVERFLOW TO RIVER AND A PARTIAL BLOCKAGE OF 
IPING TO CENTRAL TREATMENT PLANT CAUSING BACK PRESSURE. 

8. CONTAINMENT AND CLEANUP INITIATED: PUMP REPAIRED.SYSTEM UP AFTER 6 
OURS. 

COMPLETE: 01/30/89 

9. CORRECTIVE ACTION TAKEN: PUMP REPAIRED ON 1/30/89. PUMP TO BE THROUGHLY 
XAMINED ON 1/31/89. ANY ADDITIONAL REPAIRS NEEDED WILL BE DONE AT THAT TIME. 
!PING TO CENTRAL TREATMENT PLANT TO BE CLEANED DURING FEBRUARY. 

007709 

DATE LETTER REC'D FROM AGENCY: 
INCIDENT CLOSED: 

"QV~ 





UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
REGION 5 

77 WEST JACKSON BOULEVARD 
CHICAGO. IL 60604-3590 

REPLY TO THE ATTENTION OF 

Records Officer 
OEP A Emergency Response 
1800 Watermark Drive 
P.O. Box 1049, Columbus, Ohio 
43266-0149 

Subject: Request for all Spill Reports from WC1 Steel Inc., to the Mahoning River, 
Warren Ohio 

Dear Records Officer: 

l need to obtain all spill reports and any other spill correspondence since February 1989 
through the present, which were reported at WCI Steel Inc. Warren Ohio (Mahoning river). 
Prior to 1989 this facility was owned by LTV Steel. The address_ of the plant is WCI Steel 
Inc. Pine Ave SE, Warren Ohio 44483-6528. The U.S. EPA NPDES Permit No. is 
OH0101079. 

I need to obtain this information within 30 days, please let me know if this is possible. 

If you have any question feel free to call (312) 886-2307 

See the attached business card for FAX # for mailing address 

Murray Lantner 

@ Printed on Recycled eaper 

' 



Short Listing OEP A Emergency Response Online System 
Releases for Jan 78 thru Dec 93 

Spill Number: 9203-78-1040 
County: TRUMBULL 
Twp/City: WARREN 
Reported: 03/20/92 18:37 
AreaAff: Land 
Waterway: 
Size/Priority: Unknown 

Material Spilled 

NELCO TRIAC 1820 INHIBITOR 

Spill Number: 9204-78-1301 
County: 
Twp/City: 

Reported: 

Area Aff: 

TRUMBULL 

WARREN 

04/09/92 13:30 
Surface Water 

Waterway: MAHONING RIVER TRIB 
Size/Priority: Large I 4 

Material Spilled 

UNTREATED RECYCLED WATER 

Spill Number: 9205-78-1901 
County: 
Twp/City: 

Reported: 

AreaAff: 

Waterway: 

TRUMBULL 

WARREN 

05/13/92 II :47 
Surface Water 

MAHONING RIVER TRIB 
Size/Priority: Small/ 4 

Material Spilled 

WASTE WATER 

Spill Number: 9206-78-2584 
County: TRUMBULL 
Twp/City: WARREN 

Reported: 06/18/92 14:09 
AreaAff: Surface Water 
Waterway: MAHONING RIVER TRIB 
Size/Priority: Medium /4 

Material Spilled 

WASTE WATER 

Entity: WCISTEEL 
Address: 1040 PINE AVENUE SE 

WARREN, OH 44483-6528 
Source: 

Cause: 

Location: 

Fixed facility I Industry 
Container 

Leak 
I 040 PINE A VENUE 

Amount Spilled Recovered 

15 0 

Entity: WCI STEEL INC 
Address: I 040 PINE AVE SE 

WARREN, ON 44483 
Source: Fixed facility I Industry 

Waste system 
Cause: Overflow 
Location: 1040 PINE AVE SE 

Units 

GAL 

Amount Spilled Recovered Units 

UNK 

Entity: WCI STEEL INC 
Address: 1040 PINE AVE SE 

WARREN, OH 44483 
Source: Fixed facility I Industry 

Waste system 

Cause: Discharge 
Location: I 040 PINE AVE SE 

Amount Spilled Recovered Units 

100 0 GAL 

Entity: WCI STEEL INC 
Address: 1040 PINE AVE 

WARREN, OR 
Source: Fixed facility I Industry 

Waste system 
Cause: Discharge 
Location: 1040 PINE AVE 

Amount Spilled Recovered Units 

2,000 11,000 GAL 

007682 

Page 1 

Size Type 

s 

Size Type 

L WW 

Size Type 

s ww 

Size Type 

M ww 

Run 06/03/94 

I 

I 



Short Listing OEP A Emergency Response Online System 
Releases for Jan 78 thru Dec 93 

Spill Number: 92Il-78-4786 

County: TRUMBULL 

TwpiCity: WARREN 

Reported: 

AreaAff: 

Waterway: 

11111192 10:10 

Land I Surface Water 

MAHONING RIVER TRIB 

Size/Priority: Large I 3 

Material Spilled 

HYDROCHLORIC ACID 

Entity: WCI STEEL 

Address: I 040 PINE AVE 

WARREN, OH 44483 

Source: Fixed facility I Industry 

Tank storage (above ground) 

Cause: Leak 

Location: I 040 PINE AVE 

Amount Spilled Recovered 

1,600 0 

007683 

Page 2 

Units Size Type 

GAL L we 

Run 06103194 



Short Listing 

Spill Number: 9108-78-3 702 
County: TRUMBULL 
TwpiCity: NILES 
Reported: 08/29191 21:25 
Area Aff: Air I Land 
Waterway: 
Size/Priority: Unknown /3 

Material Spilled 

ASBESTOS FIBERS 

Spill Number: 9109-78-4062 

County: TRUMBULL 
TwpiCity: WARREN 
Reported: 09123/91 08:30 
AreaAff: Land 
Waterway: 
Size/Priority: 

Material Spilled 

WASTE WATER 

Spill Number: 9201-78-0287 

County: TRUMBULL 
TwpiCity: WARREN 
Reported: 01/26192 04:45 

AreaAff: Air 
Waterway: 
Size/Priority: Small/3 

Material Spilled 

COKE OVEN VAPOR 
BENZENE 

Spill Number: 9203-78-0766 

County: TRUMBULL 
TwpiCity: WARREN 
Reported: 03/03192 10:16 

AreaAff: Land 
Waterway: 
Size/Priority: Unknown I 3 

Material Spilled 

GASOLINE 

OEP A Emergency Response Online System 
Releases for Jan 90 thru Dec 93 

Entity: WARREN CONSOLIDATED 
Address: 1040 PINE AVE 

WARREN, OH 44481 
Source: Fixed facility I Industry 

Building 
Cause: Discharge 
Location: NILES COMMERCE PARK SR 169 

Amount Spilled Recovered Units 

Entity: LTV STEEL 
Address: 2234 MAIN AVE 

WARREN, OH44482 
Source: 

Cause: 

Location: 

Fixed facility I Industry 
Non-contact cooling system 
Discharge 
2234 MAIN AVE 

Amount Spilled Recovered 

Entity: LTV STEEEL CO 
Address: 2234 MAIN AVE 

WARREN, OH 44482 
Source: Fixed facility I Industry 

Stack release - Air 
Cause: Discharge 
Location: 2234 MAIN AVE 

Amount Spilled Recovered 

87 0 

UNK 

Units 

UNK 

Units 

UNK 
LBS 

Entity: WARRENHARDWARECOMPANY 
Address: 829 HIGH STREET 

Source: Fixed facility I Business 

v -tank storage cusn 
Cause: Other 
Location: 829 HIGH STREET 

Amount Spilled Recovered Units 

UNK 

007684 

Page ~, 

Size Type 

u c 

Size Type 

u 0 

Size Type 

c 
s c 

Size Type 

U H 

Run 06103194 

I 

I 



Short Listing 

Spill Number: 9211-78-4773 
County: TRUMBULL 
Twp/City: WARREN 
Reported: 11110/92 II : 19 

Area Aff: Air 
Waterway: 
Size/Priority: Small/ 4 

Material Spilled 

BENZENE 

Spill Number: 9211-78-4998 

County: TRUMBULL 
Twp/City: WARREN 
Reported: 11124/92 15:20 

AreaAff: Air 

Waterway: 
Size/Priority: Small/4 

Material Spilled 

BENZENE 
HYDROGEN CYANIDE 

Spill Number: 9307-78-2990 

County: 

Twp/City: 

Reported: 
AreaAff: 

Waterway: 

TRUMBULL 

WARREN 
07/19/93 08:40 

Air I Land 

Size/Priority: Unknown I 4 

Material Spilled 

METAL DUST 

Spill Number: 9308-78-3525 

County: 
Twp/City: 

Reported: 

TRUMBULL 
BAZETTATWP 
08/23/93 11:20 

0 EPA Emergency Response Online System 
Releases for Jan 90 thru Dec 93 

Entity: LTV STEEL CO 
Address: 2234 MAIN AVE 

WARREN, OH 44482 

Source: Fixed facility I Industry 

Stack release- Air 

Cause: Equipment failure 
Location: 2234 MAIN AVE 

Amount Spilled Recovered 

10 0 

Entity: LTV STEEL CO 

Address: 2234 MAIN AVE 

WARREN, OH44482 

Source: Fixed facility I Industry 

Stack release - Air 
Cause: Equipment failure 

Location: 2234 MAIN AVE 

Amount Spilled Recovered 
150 0 

12 0 

Entity: LTV STEEL CO 

Address: 

Source: Fixed facility I Industry 
Stack release - Air 

Cause: Sloppy operations 
Location: S MAIN ST 

Amount Spilled Recovered 

Entity: WARREN STP 

Address: 2710 SR 5 
COURTLAND, OH44410 

Source: Fixed facility I Public 

AreaAff: 
Waterway: 

Surface Water 
MOSQillTO CREEK TRIB 

Waste system 

Cause: Discharge 

Location: 2710 SR 5 

Amount Spilled 

Size/Priority: Large I 4 

Material Spilled 

ALUM SLUDGE 150,000 

007685 

Recovered 

0 

Page 8 

Units Size Type 

LBS s we 

Units Size Type 

LBS s A 
LBS s A 

Units Size Type 

UNK u A 

Units Size Type 

GAL L ww 

Run 06/03/94 



Short Listing 

Spill Number: 9310-78-4447 

County: TRUMBULL 
TwpiCity: WARREN 

Reported: I 0128193 14: 15 

Area Aff: Land 

Waterway: 

Size/Priority: Large I 3 

Material Spilled 

COAL TAR 

Spill Number: 9311-78-4783 
County: TRUMBULL 
TwpiCity: WARREN 

Reported: 11120193 ]6:50 

AreaAff: Other 

Waterway: 

Size/Priority: Small I 4 

Material Spilled 

SEWAGE 

Spill Number: 9312-78-4954 
County: 

TwpiCity: 

Reported: 

AreaAff: 

. Waterway: 

TRUMBULL 

WARRENTWP 

12106193 09 : 54 

Surface Water 

MAHONING RIVER 

Size/Priority: Medium I 3 

Material Spilled 

CONTAMINATED WASTEWATER 
AMMONIA 
CYANIDE 
PHENOLS 
ORGANICS 

OEP A Emergency Response Online System 
Releases for Jan 90 thru Dec 93 

Entity: LTV STEEL CO 

Address: 2234 MAIN AVE SW 

WARREN,OH 

Source: 

Cause: Dumping I disposal 
Location: 2234 MAIN AVE SW 

Amount Spilled Recovered 

15,000 0 

Units 

LBS 

Entity: WARREN SEWERS & DRAINS 

Address: 

Source: Fixed facility I Public 

Waste system 

Cause: Other 

Location: 632 BELMONT NE 

Amount Spilled Recovered Units 

UNK 

Entity: LTV STEEL 

Address: 2234 MAIN A VENUE SOUTHWEST 
WARREN, OH 44481 

Source: Fixed facility I Industry 

Waste system 

Cause: Permit violation 

Location: 2234 MAIN A VENUE 

Amount Spilled Recovered Units 

SOD 0 GAL 
UNK 
UNK 
UNK 
UNK 

007686 

Page Y 

Size Type 

L H 

Size Type 

s s 

Size Type 

M c 
s c 
s c 
s H 
s c 

Run 06103194 

I 

. I 

I 



, OEPA Emergency Response Online System Page 10 

r ShortL_1_·s_~ _______________________ R_e_le_a_s_es __ fo_r_J_a_n_9_0 __ th_r_u __ D_e_c_9_3 __________________________________ J 

·Number: 
. nty: 

fwpiCity: 

Reported: 

Area Aff: 

Waterway: 

9312-78-5109 

TRUMBULL 

WARREN 

12117193 11:25 
Surface Water 
MAHONING RIVER TRIB 

Size/Priority: Unknown I 3 

Material Spilled 

OIL 

Spill Number: 9312-78-5152 
County: TRUMBULL 

TwpiCity: WARREN TWP 

Reported: 12122193 

Area Aff: Land 

Waterway: 

Size/Priority: Small I 3 

Material Spilled 

TRANSFORMERS 

12:55 

Entity: 

Address: 

Source: 

Cause: 

LTV STEEL COMPANY 

2234 MAIN A VENUE 

WARREN,OH 

Fixed facility I Industry 

Waste system 

Permit violation 
Location: 2234 MAIN A VENUE 

Amount Spilled Recovered 

Entity: WARREN SCRAP CO 

Address: 

Source: Transportation I Truck 

Units 

UNK 

Cause: 

Boxcar, box trailer, or van body 
Human error 

Location: RT 5 BYPASS 

Amount Spilled Recovered Units 

5 0 ITM 

Size Type 

u H 

Size Type 

S GC 

Run 06/03194 





Environmental Control 
Monthly Report - January 1993 

U naythorjzed Djscharie 

February 3, 1993 

High water levels on January 1, 1993 caused by three inches of rain from 
December 29, 1992 through December 31, 1992 created enough pressure io 
rupture a weir plate weld at 009 outfall and cause an unauthorized discharge. 
The discharge was monitored and reports sent to OEPA on January 4 and 
January 28, !993. 

~CIW 02974 





Environmental Control Monthly Report January 1989 

-Unauthorized Dischar~s - January 30, 1989 BOr flight conveyor tank overflowed to NPDEStfall No. 011. Cause was pump aalfunction and parti1ll1 plugged lines. All required Government agencies notified. A report will be 1111led to the State fn early February. 

WCIW 027'15 





SUMMARY OF SOLID WAS1I MANAGEMENT UNITS (SWMUs) 

SHMU 11: Solid Waste Landfill (active) 
Type of waste Handled: BOF precipitator dust mixed with wastewater treatment 
plant sludge 
Known waste Constituents: Chromium, lead, nickel 
Potential for Release: High potential for release to air 1f wetting practices 
are hot performed properly for the dusty materials. Moderate potential for 
release to soils and groundwater, due to large volumes of waste handled at 
this unit over the last 30 years, even though the basic pH of the wastes may 
retard leaching of heavy metals. Moderate potential for release to surface 
water from precipitation runoff or wind transport of particulate. 

SHMU 12: Surface Impoundments IS and 16 (active) 
Type of waste Handled: Process wastewaters 
Known waste Constituents: Lead, nickel, chromium, waste all 
Potential for Release: Past releases to the Hahoning River have been 
documented. High potential for release to soils and groundwater due to the 
age of the units (in operation for at least 34 years), and construction 
(unlined). 

SHMU 13: 56" H111 Lagoon (active) 
Type of waste Handled: Process wastewaters 
Known waste Constituents: Lead, nickel, chromium, phenol, waste oil 
Potential for Release: High potential for release to soils and groundwater 
due to construction (lined only with bentonite), and age of unit (in operation 
for 30 years). 

SWMU 14: Waste Pile (Inactive) 
Type of waste Handled: Refractories and iron-bearing revert materials. 
Known Waste Constituents: Unknown 
Potential for Release: Unknown; little information available on unit 
construction or operation. 

SWMU 15: Waste Pile (Active) 
Type of Haste Handled: Construction rubble, slag, demolition debris, and other 
miscellaneous materials. 
Known waste Constituents: Unknown 
Potential for Release: Unknown; little Information available on unit 
construction or operation. 

SHMU 16: Storage tank (active, aboveground) 
Type of Haste Handled: Used oil and wastewater 
Known Haste Constituents: Wastewater constituents (chrOmium, lead ,cadmium, 
n1ckel, phenol) and waste oil 
Potential for Release: Moderate potential for release to soils and 
groundwater. Oil-stained soils are present around the tank. The only 
secondary containment is a slag berm. 



z 
SWHU 17: Drum Storage Area (active) 
Type of Waste Handled: Used oil, grease, occasionally flammable or 
chlorinated solvents 
Known Waste Constituents: Chlorinated hydrocarbons, oils 
Potential for Release: High potential for release to soils and groundwater. 
The storage area is unpaved and soils are stained in this area. Moderate 
potential for precipitation runoff to reach the Mahoning River, which is less 
than 100 feet to the west of the unit. 

SHMU 18: Galvanized Line Baghouse Oust Storage Area (active) 
Type of waste Handled: Baghouse dust 
Known Waste Constituents: Chromium, arsenic 
Potential for Release: High potential for release to air if wetting 
procedures or loading/unloading procedures are not done properly. Low 
potential for direct release to soils or groundwater, as the unit is on an 
asphalt base. However, any dust present on the asphalt may be washed through 
a drain to the Number 5 surface impoundment. Therefore, any sampling 
performed for releases from the Number 5 surface impoundment should include 
arsenic as an analytical parameter. 

SHMU #9: Central Wastewater Treatment Plant (active) 
Type of Waste Handled: Process wastewaters from Pond Number 6 
Known Waste Constituents: (chromium, waste oil, bis(Z-ethlyhexyl phthalate, 
phenol, 1,1,1-trichloroethane, carbon tetrachloride, toluene, nickel, lead, 
phenol) 
Potential for Release: Plant tanks and equipment appear to be well maintained, 
indicating low potential for release to soils or groundwater. 

SHMU flO: Blast Furnace Wastewater Recycle System (active) 
Type of Waste Handled: Blast furnace stack gas scrubber water 
Known waste Constituents: Ammonia, nitrogen, cyanide, phenol, lead, zinc, 
ni eke 1 
Potential for Release: Plant tanks and equipment appear to be well 
maintained, indicating low potential for release to soils or groundwater. 

SWMU Ill: Slabbing Mill Scale Pit and Settling Basin (active) 
Type of Haste Handled: Process cooling water 
Known Haste Constituents: lead, nickel, waste oil 
Potential for Release: High potential for release to soils and groundwater if 
the sides or floors of the pits have shifted or cracked. Condition of units 
is unknown. 

SHMU 112: Waste Recycling Operations (active) 
Type of Waste Handled: K06Z 
Known waste Constituents: Chromium, lead, cadmium, barium, silver 
Potential for Release: Releases occurred in 1985 to the City of Warren 
wastewater treatment plant from problems with the various acid sewers. In 
February 1985, about 200 gallons of K062 waste spilled onto the ground and 
into a storm sewer, which flows to Pond I 5, when a truck lost a quick 
disconnect. The area was flushed with water as a remedial response .. Unknown 



3 

potential for release to soils and groundwater from any cracks in the sewer line to Pond #5. 

SHMU 113: Former K087 Tar Decanter Sludge Mixing Area (inactive) Type of waste Handled: K087 mixed with coal Known Waste Constituents; Phenol, naphthalene, polynuclear aromatic hydrocarbons 
Potential for Release; High potential for release to surface water, soils, and groundwater due to the location of the unit and the lack of release controls. A portion of this unit is located on land currently owned by LTV Company. 



I 
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U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
ACCIDENTAL RELEASE PREVENTION QUESTiONNAIRE 

INITIAL REPORT · 

SECTION I. FACILITY PROFILE 

1. FACILITY NAME: WARREN CONSOLIDATED INDUSTRIES, INC. 

2. Dun & Bradstreet Number: I 1 IS 1- I 812 I 7 1- I 6 I 9 13 I 5 I 

3a. FACILITY MAILING ADDRESS: 
1040 Pine Ave.S.E. 

Street 
Warren 

City 
Ohio 

State 
44483-6528 

Zip Code 

b.Facility physical address: 

1040 Pine S.E. 
Street 

Warren 
City 

Ohio 
tate 

44483-6528 
Zip Code 

Latitude Longitude 

4. DEG MIN DEG MIN 
4 11 1 I 2 8 I o 4 18 

- I -



5. NAME AND ADDRESS OF OWNER 
0 R CHIEF EXECUTIVE 0 FFI CER: ---'J'-'a"'m'""e.::.s _v:...;.'-;i.S;;;t ;:ac::.:k::___...;.P:...:r:..:e:.::s:.::i.::.d::;en::.:t:..o·.::&:.....:::_CE:::O::_ __ 

Na{lle 
1040 Pine Ave.S.E. 

6a. RESPONDENT: 

b. DATE QUESTION"NAIRE 
COMPLETED: 

Street 
Warren 

City 
Ohio 

Slate 
44483-6528 

Zip Code 

Thomas 0. Shepker 
Name 

Manager of Environmental Control 
Title 

1040 Pi.ne Ave.S.E. 

Warren 
City 

Ohio 
State 

__ A"-pr:;.;:iJ. .. J .. !J.'::'..:.9:::.0 _______ _;_ ___ _ 

7. Indicate rhe total number of employees typically ar the facility (include all full-rime and parr-rime 
employees. all employees on paid sick leave, paid holidays. paid vacations. managers and corporate officers ar rhe facility). _2::..:5:..:0c.:9 __________ _ 

8. Identify rhe four-digit Standard Industrial Classification (SIC) rhar best describes your facility 
operations and rhe primary product or service of this facility. 

a. SIC code: .l._ .l._ L L 

b. Primary product or service: Semi Finished, Flat Rolled ,Carbon and Low Alloy 
Steel Coils and Sheets 

c. For facilities with multiple SIC mdcs. please identify rhe additional SIC codes. 
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SECTION II. HAZARDOUS SUBSTANCE RELEASE PROFILE 

The following section asks several questions concerning the accidental release of hazardous substances. If exact responses cannot be provided. please provide estimates using your best professional judgment. 

9. Indicate the date release began. 

_!_Q 
(month) 

-17-89 
(day) (year) 

Indicate date release ceased. 

_j.Q_ 
(month) 

_!L-....§.L 
(day) (year) 

10. Indicate time of day release began. 

_o 1L : ....Q. ....Q. 
A.M. 

]lP.M. 

Indicate the time of day release ceased . 

..Q_ ..i.. : ...i .2. 
A.M . 

.!. P.M. 

lla. Check the item below that best describes the status· of the process line where the event occurred at the lime or release. 

1. _ In operation 
2. _ Temporarily inactive 
3. _ TestingfTrial Run 
4. _ Scheduled startup 
5. Scheduled shutdown 
6. 
7. 
8. 

New construction 
X During Maintenance 
_ Production Changeover 

b. Check the item below that best describes the current status of the process line where the event occurred. 

I. ..X. In <~perJti,,n 
2. _Temporarily inactive 
3. Permanently closed 

If item 2 or 3 is marked. answer Question lie: otherwise go to question 12. 
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c. Is the shut down of operations at the process line related to the accidental release of hazardous 
substances? 

Yes 
No 

12a. Were federal authorities notified? 

.x. Yes 
No 

b. If yes. please indicate which federal authorities were notified: 

1. ~National Response Center telephone number called ( 800, 424-8802 

2. Coast Guard 

3. EPA 

4. _Other (specify)·-------------------------

c. Indicate the date and time of day federal authorities were notified. 

l 0 - 1 8 - 8 9 (Date) 
(month) (day) (year) 

...2 _2 : 3 5 (Time) 
AM. 

!_P.M. 

13a. Were state authorities notified? 

x_ Yes 
No 

b. If yes. identify all state authorities notified concerning the release. (If more than one. please attach 
list on separate page) 

Cris Stout 
(Name) 

Ohio EPA Emergency 
(Agency) 

Columbus 
(City) 

Ohio 
(State) 

( 800 I 282-9378 
(Telephone) 

Duty Officer 
(Title) 

Response Center 
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Michael W. Stevens Environmental Engineer 
(rille) 

(Name) 
Ohio EPA , Div. of Water Pollution Control, Enforcement Group (A&cncy) 
Twinsburg 

(Cny) 
Ohio 

( 216 I 425-9171 
(T <lephunc) 

c. Indicate the date and time of day state authorities were notified. 
1 o 1 8 - 8 9 (Date) 

(month) (day) (year) 

o 3 : 2 5 (Time) 
-A.M. 
X P.M. 



c. Indicate the date and time of day state authorities were notified. 

...lQ.... 
(month) 

_1. ...§_ - 8 9 (Date) 
(day) (year) 

0 3 3 0 (Time) 
A.M . 

.!_P.M. 

14a. Were local authorities notified? 

..ll Yes 
No 

b. If yes, identify all local authorities notified concerning the release. (If more than one, please attach list 
on separate page) 

William Craig 
(Name) 

Coordinator , Trumbull County Emergency Planning Committee 
(Title) 

Trumbull County Emergency Planning Committee 
(Agency) 

Warren """"~~----------··--····-""'" _________ _ (City) 
Ohio 

(State) 

(216 ) 392-6777 
(Telephone) 

c. Indicate the date and time of day local authorities were notified. 

LQ.... 
(month) 

1 9 - 8 9 (Date) 
(day) (year) 

0 9 3 0 (Time) 
K... A.M. 

P.M. 

15a. Was the general public notified? 

Yes 
..ll No 
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b. If yes. indicate the person that notified the general public of the release. (If more than one. please attach list on separate page) 

(Name) (Title) 

(Agency) 

(City) 

(State) 

(Telephone) 

16. For this particular release. what type(s) of communication technologies were used by the facility to alert and notify the public to evacuate or take other safety measures? 
a. 
b. 
c. 
d. 
e. 
f. 
g. 
h. 
I. 

J· 
k. X.. 
I. 

Door-to-door notification 
Loudspeakers/public address system 
Tone alert radio/pagers 
Siren/alarms 
Modulated power lines 
Aircraft 
Radio 
relevision 
Cable override 
Telephone 
None 
Other (please describe) 

17a. Were members of the general public evacuated? b. Were members of the general public 
sheltered in place? 

Yes 
...x No 

U yes. please indicate number evacuated. 

_ Yes 
X No 

If yes. please indicate number sheltered 
in place. 

18. To the best of your ability. indicate the weather conditions at the time of release for each item below. Approximations are acceptable. 

a. Wind Speed (miles per hour) 

b. Wind Direction 

c. Humidity (percent) 

d. Temperature (Fahrenheit) 

e. Precipitation? 

6 

!L E... 

9 l... 

4 8 

Yes X No 

- 6 -
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19. Briefly describe the circumstances that led up to the release (if helpful include a sketch). 

The company electrical construction unit of the el~ctrical departffient scheduled the removal of a utility pole which was defective. The replacement of the pole required that the power be shut off during removal and replacement operations. Unanticipated problems which occurred during removal necessitated the shutting off the power on two consecutive days to complete the job. The power that was shut off drives the pumps for the central waste water treatment plant and thus they were shut down on the consecutive days of October 16 & 17,1989. Environmental control,unaware that power would be shut off on Oct.16 & 17 had asked the central wasce water treatment plant to increase the pond level to facilitate surface oil removal. The combination of the pole replacement requiring power outages on two days and environmental dept. raising the pond level for oil removal caused the pond to overflow foi 45 minutes. 

20. Please check the one item below that best describes the location of the release within your facility. 
a. Process vessel 
b. Storage vessel 
c. Valves on process vessel 
d. Valves on storage vessel 
e. Piping on process vessel 
f. Piping on storage vessel 
g. Pumps 
h. Joints 
i. Unknown 
J. ~ Other (please describe) 

Surge pond for finishing mills waste ~2t~r Jrior to treatment. 

21. How was the release first discovered? (check as many as apply) 
a. 
b. 
c. 
d. X 

e. 
f. 
g. 
h. 
i. 

Indication by process control device (gauge or monitor) 
Chemical specific detector 
General operator observation 
Observation by foreman or supervisor 
Injury/death 
Explosion/fire 
Major environmental damage 
Third party notification (i.e .. POTW. community. other facility) 
Other (describe below) 
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22. Please check the one item below that best describes the primary cause of the release event. (please check one item only) 

a. 
b. 
c. 
d. 
e. 
f. 
g. 
h. 

J 

Equipment failure 
Operator error 
Bypass condition 
Upset condition (explain below) 
Fire 
Maintenance activity 
Unknown 
Other (Please describe) 

23. Please check any items below that describe additional'causes of the release event. (check as many 
items as apply) 

a. 
b. 
c. 
d. 
e. 
f. 
g. 
h. X 

Equipment failure 
Operator error 
Bypass condition 
Upset condition (elaborate below) 
Fire 
Maintenance activity 
Unknown 
Other (Please describe) 
Communications 

24. Check the items that describe the end effects of the release event. (check as many as apply) 
a. Spill 
b. Vapor release 
c. Explosion 
d. Fire 
e . ..!. Other (describe) 

Surge Pond Overflow 
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25a. In the table below. please estimate the quantity of each substance released to each media. Be sure to 
specify the measurement unit 

Chemical Media 

la. Name Finishing Mills Waste Water Air 

b. CAS# __________________ ___ 

c. Physical 
State · Li uid 

d. Concentration _________ __ 

2a. Name Hydrochloric Acid 

b.CAS I 7647-01-0 

c. Physical 
State Liquid in rinse water 

d. Concentration Range . 2 to . 5% 

3a.Name _____________ _ 

b.CAS # ____________________ _ 

c. Physical 
State ____________ _ 

d. Concentration _________ _ 

4a.Name ____________ _ 

b.CAS # _____________ _ 

c. Physical 
State ____________ _ 

d. Concentration _________ _ 

Surface Water 

Land 
Sewer to Treatment 
Facility 

Air 

Surface Water 

Land 
Sewer to Treatment 
Facility 

Air 

Surface 1,\'a:. ;r 

Land 
Sewer to Treatment 
Facility 

Air 

Surface Water 

Land 
Sewer to Treatment 
Facility 

-9-

Quantity Unit 

18,000 Gallon 

90 Gallon 



b. Please check the items below that describe your methods or source of information for your responses in Question 25a. (check as many as apply) . 
_ physical properties and ambient conditions 
_ on-line instrument 
1l engineering estimate 
_ tank/system inventory 
.K. chemical analysis 
.K. effluent measured 
_ inventory check 
_ computer simulation 
_ process records 

no release to media 
_other (please describe) 

26a. Did any substances identified in Question 25. migrate beyond the legal boundaries of your facility(for example, a vapor release was carried by prevailing wind beyond the fence line of your faCility)? 
~ Yes (If yes. please answer Question 26. b and c) 
_No (If no, skip Question 26.b and answer Question 26c) 

b. In the table below specify the quantities of substances that migrated beyond your racilily boundaries. 
Chemical 

1. Name: Waste Water 

Physical state: Liquid 
--~--------------

2. Name: Hydrochloric acid 

Physical state: Liquid 

3. Name: __________________ _ 

Physical state: 

~- \'arne: ____________ _ 

Physical state: 

Media 

Air 
Surface Water 
Land 
POlW 

Air 
Surface Water 
Land 
POlW 

Air 
Surface Water 
Land 
POlW 

Air 
Surface Water 
Land 
POTW 

Quantity Unit 

18,000 Gal. 

90 

c. Please check the items below that describe your methods or source of information for your responses in question 26b. 

- 10 -



_ physical properties and ambient conditions 
on-line instrument 

~ engineering estimate 
_ tank system inventory 
l chemical analysis 
l effluent measured 
_ computer simulation 
_ inventory check 
_ process records 

assumed 
=other (please describe) 

27. Did injuries occur among facility employees or contractors as a result of the event? 

_Yes 
...!_No 

a. If yes, please indicate number of injuries. 

b. How many of these received hospital treatment? 

Number treated unknown 

c. Did deaths occur among facility employees or contractors as a result of the event? 

_Yes 
2No 

If yes. please indicate number of deaths. 

28. Did injuries occur among the general public as a result of the event? 

Yes 
.x_ No 

Don't know 

a. If yes. please indicate number of injuries. 

- 11 -



b. How many of these received hospital treatment? 

Number treated unknown 

c. Did deaths occur among the general public as a result of the event? 
Yes 

..X No 
Don't know 

If yes, please indicate number of deaths. 

29. Please indicate the environmental effects that occurred as a result of the release: 
a. Fish kills 
b. Vegetation damage 
c. Soil contamination 
d. Groundwater contamination 
e. Wildlife kills 
f. X None 
g. Other (please specify) 
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SECTION III. CLEANUP AND PREVENTION PROFILE 

30. Please describe the immediate response activities taken to contain or minimize the release. 

When it was discovered that the surge pond would overflow the job was 
completed as quickly as possible (approximately~- hour). The pond 
continued to overflow for 10 to 15 minutes after power was restored. 

31. Did your facility undertake cleanup of the release? 

_ Yes (If yes. skip Question 32a.) 
No 

_! Not Applicable The waste water mixed immediately in the Mahoning River 

32a. Please supply the name and address of the party responsible for cleanup. 
X Not Applicable 

(Name) 

(Agency) 

(City) 

(State) 

( 
(Telephone) 

b. Has cleanup of the release been completed? 

_ Yes (If yes, please answer Questions 32c.) 
_No (If no. please answer Question 32d.) 

c. Indicate the date cleanup activity ceased. 

(month) (day) (year) 

(Title) 

d. Please indicate the approximate date completion of cleanup activity is expected. 

(month) (day) 

33. How did you dispos~ of the waste gener:l!ed during the spill and cleanup? 
On site NA 

Off site NA 
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34a. Prior to this release event. which types of rormalized hazard assessments were performed? (Check as many items as apply). For those items checked. please indicate the frequency performed (i.e .. quarterly, annually. one time. or on occasion). 

_ Cause-consequence analysis 
_ Dow and Mond Hazard Indices 
_ Event tree analysis 
_ Failure modes. effects. and criticality analysis 
_ Fault tree analysis 
_ HAZOP/hazard and operability studies 
_ Human error analysis 
_ Probabalistic risk assessment 
_ What if analyses 
...J!:None 
_ Other (please describe) 

Frequency 

b. What is your opinion of the effectiveness of each of the assessment techniques used? NA 

35. Prior to this release event. which of the following pre-release controls have been employed specifically to identify/prevent the type of release that occurred? (Check as many items as apply) 
a. 
b. 
c. 
d. 
e. 
f. 
g. 
h. 
I. 

J. 
k. 
I. 

X 
X 

...K 

...K 
X 

Preventative maintenance 
Regular equipment inspections and testing 
Hazard assessment 
Comprehensive audit 
Regular assessment of equipment designs 
Process controls for operations monitoring and/or warning 
Regular upgrading of equipment 
Comprehensive investigation on similar equipment failure 
Standard operating procedures 
Release prevention equipment 
Equipment installation checks 
Other ( pka'" describe) 
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36. Prior to this release. what management activilies related to safety and loss prevention have been employed? (Check as many as apply) 

a. ...!. Employee safety training (e.g .• OSHA training programs) 
Emergency Response training b. X 

c. 
d. 
e. 
f. 

Employee testing 
Certification of operators on equipment/system 
Membership in CAER or other similar programs 
Release control program 

g. X Accident investigation reports 
Research/conferences h. 

i. 
J· 
k. 
I. 
m. 

Safety loss prevention office/officer 
Corrective action process for deviation from rules 
Program to improve system design 
None 
Other (please describe) 

37. For this particular release, what method(s) of pre-release protection equipment (systems to capture, neutralize. or destroy a toxic chemical before it is released into the environment) is used by the facility? (Check as many items as apply) 

a.~ 
b. 
c. 
d. 
e. 
f. 
g. 1l 
h. 
I. 

Containment (i.e .. diking. dump tank- expJ.,in below) 
Neutralization 
Scrubber 
Flares/incineration 
Adsorbers 
Spray curtain 
Emergency Equipment (i.e .. fire fighting) 
None 
Other (please describe) 

38. For this particular release, what systems or procedures were employed by the facility to minimize accident potential? (Check all that apply) 

a. 
b. 
c. 
d. 
e. 
f. 
g. 
h. 
I. 

J. -
k. 
I. X 
m. 

Backup systems 
Redundant systems 
Minimize inventory 
Valve lock out 
Automatic shut off 
Bypass and surge systems 
Manual override 
Limit capacity of equipment 
Standard Operating Procedures (logs. checklists) 
Alarms 
Interlocks 
None 
Other (please describe) 
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39. In response to this release. which of the following pre-release controls have been implemented or modified to identify/prevent future potential releases? (Check as many as apply) · 
a. Preventative maintenance 
b. Regular equipment inspections and testing 
c. Hazard assessment 
d. Comprehensive audit 
e. Regular evaluation of equipment designs 
f. Increased process controls for operations monitoring and/or warning g. Upgrading equipment 
h. Revised standard operating procedures 
i. Follow accident report investigation recommendations 
j. Develop or refine emergency response planning 
k. .1!: Other (please describe) 

Improved communication between environmental and maintenance departments. 

40. Describe the changes in the content of your training programs as a result of this release. 

Discussions were held between environmental and maintenance supervision to insure that sufficient notification is given prior to doing work which has 
an impact on pollution control equipment •. 

41. Describe the immediate equipment repairs and/or replacements. management practices. operational changes. etc. made as a result of the release. 

NA 

42. What additional long term preventative measure(s) will be taken to minimize the possibility of recurrence? 

This release will be discussed and reviewed with other maintenance and engineering super~isors to prvent similar types of occurances. 
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- or Oblo Eawboameat.ol Pee' ectloa AgeDCJ 

tlortheast District Office 
• E. Auroro Road 

1sburg, Ohio 44087-1969 
(216)425-9171 

'f"· 
i 

LDI-

Richard F. Celeste 
Governor 

CERTIFIED MAIL RECEIVED 
0~:!0 EP?. 

June 17, 1988 RE: LTV STEEL COMPANY 
WARREN WORKS 
TRUMBULL COUNTY 
OHD 060-409-52. 
#02-78-0184 

Jl!:~ 2 o ·;sa 
CIV. cl SOli ••. :.fl... WASTE MGT. 

Mr. Tom Shepker 
LTV Steel Company 
Warren Works 
1040 Pine Avenue 
Warren, Ohio 44481 

Dear Mr. Shepker: 

On May 31, 1988, this writer and Greg Taylor conducted a 
hazardous waste inspection at LTV Steel Company, Warren Works, 
located at 1050 Pine Street, SE, Warren. You, Dave Calderwood, 
Rich Nemeth, Bob Voytko, and Dick Gradishar represented the 
facility during the inspection. The facility vas inspected for 
compliance with both Ohio and Federal hazardous waste 
regulations. The following violations were noted during the 
inspection: 

( 1) 40 CFR 265.37 and OAC 3745-65-37 - Arrangements/Agreements 
with Local Authorities; 40 CFR 265.52 and OAC 3745-65-52 -
Content of Contingency Plan 

The facility's Contingency Plan must describe agreements/ 
arrangements agreed to by local police departments, fire 
departments, hospitals, contractors, Ohio EPA, and local 
emergency response teams to coordinate emergency services 
at the facility. The facility must attempt to make 
arrangements/agreements with all emergency authorities to 
familiarize these authorities to the layout of the 
facility, properties of hazardous waste handled at the 
facility, places where facility personnel would normally 
work, entrances to roads inside facility, evacuation 
routes; if more than one police or fire department may 
respond, then agreements must designate a primary emergency 
authority (police or fire department) and agreements with 
others (police or fire departments) to provide secondary 
support; arrangements with Ohio EPA emergency response 
team, emergency response contractors; arrangements to 
familiarize local hospitals with properties of waste 
handled, types of injuries, illnesses that could result 



Mr. Tom Shepker 
LTV Steel Company 
Warren Works 
June 17, 1988 
Page Two 

( 2) 
~ 

from fires, explosions or releases of hazardous waste 
constituents. The facility must document where local 
authorities decline to enter into such agreements or 
arrangements. 

40 CFR 265.142 and OAC 3745-66-42 - Cost Estimate for 
Closure 

The facility is required .to revise the closure cost 
estimate no later than thirty days after a revision has 
been made to the closure plan which increases the cost of 
closure. The revised closure cost estimate must be 
adjusted for inflation. The facility's September 1986 
revised closure plan, which was a revision of the May 6, 
1981, plan has a total closure cost estimate of $228,700. 

During the inspection it was noted that the design and capacity 
of the two permitted pickle liquor sumps was altered in order for 
the facility to meet the Federal Subpart J Tank System 
requirements. According to OAC 3745-50-51, the facility must 
submit all the required information addressing a permit change 
request for the sumps. As explained to me during the inspection, 
you are very shortly anticipating a change in ownership of the 
facility and will be requesting a transfer of ownership of the 
hazardous waste permit. I have no objection to the permit change 
request for the sumps being included in the request for transfer 
of ownership. Please note that all information pertaining to the 
permit change request must be submitted to Mr. Thomas Crepeau, 
Ohio EPA, 1800 Watermark Drive, P.O. Box 1049, Columbus, Ohio 
43266-1049. 

As part of this inspection, a RCRA Land Disposal Restriction 
Check List was completed. Enclosed you will find a copy of the 
check list which is being forwarded to the u.s. EPA, Region V, 
Chicago office for their evaluation and appropriate follow up. 
Please also note that an evaluation of your facility's financial 
responsibility requirements was not done as a part of this 
inspection. 

Within 30 days of receipt of this letter document, to my 
attention at this office, information correcting the above 
referenced violations. 

l 



' 

Mr. Tom Shepker 
LTV Steel Company 
Warren Works 
June 17, 1988 
Page Three 

If I can be of further assistance, please advise me. 

Yours truly 

KriV~l~ 
Environmental Scientist 
Division of Solid & Hazardous Waste Management 

KC:cll 

Enclosure 

cc: D~bby Berg, DSHWM, NEDO 
~ave Sholtis, DSHWM, CO 





UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
REGION 5 

2 5 Oli""i 19Sti 

MEMORANDUI-l 

SUBJECT: 

FRQr-1: 

TO: 

230 SOUTH DEARBORN ST. 

CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60604 

;. 

LTV Corporation Bankruptcy 

Jane M. Lupton <2~ ~.;(~ 
Assistant Regia{al Counsel 

John \'/heeler ( LE-134S) 

REPLY TO THE ATTENTION OF: 

Office of Enforcement and Compliance Monitoring 

During our October 16, 1986 conference call, I informed 
you and Anne Allen that Region V was compiling information 
regarding LTV Corporation's (and its subsidiaries') compliance 
with RCRA. Anne had specifically requested information about 
compliance with RCRA's financial requirements for Region V 
treatment, storage and disposal (TSD) facilities affected by 
the bankruptcy. · 

There are four LTV TSD facilities in Region V that are 
not in compliance. The Republic Steel Corporation facility 
located in Gary, Indiana ( IND005444005) does not have liability 
insurance coverage for either sud~en or nonsudden accidental 
occurrences and has not established financial assurance for 
closure. Three facilities in Ohio (Republic Steel, ~·Ia honing 
Valley (OHD060409521) in Warren, LTV Steel (OHD00422801)3) in 
Canton, and Republic Steel Co>::p. (OHD004218673) in Cleveland) 
had liability insurance coverage that expired in March 1986. 
The Ohio Environmental Protection Agency has not been notified 
that coverage was extended after that time. These three facili­
ties have a "performance bond" in place to satisfy RCRA's 
closure/post-closure financial assurance requirements. They 
have not yet performed the required annual adjustment for 1986, 
which was due earlier this year. 

I will notify 
these facilities. 

·any questions. 

vee: William Muno 

you once I receive further information about 
Please call me at FTS 886-6830 if you have 

CN!' 



State Of Ohio Environmental Protection Agency 

· .. Jrtheast District Office 
2110 E. Aurora Road; Twinsburg, Ohio 44087-1969 

(216) 425-9.171 

October 1 , 1986 

LTV Steel Company 
Warren Faci 1 ity 
l 040 Pine Ave. 
Warren, Ohio 44481 

Attn: R. J. Lannon 

Dear Mr. Lannon: 

Richard F Celeste, Governor 

RE: LTV STEEL COMPANY 
WARREN FACILITY 
TRUMBULL COUNTY 
OHD 060-409-52f 
#02-78-0184 ~,, \ 

j -

This is to advise you that we are in receipt of your July 17 and August 13, 1986, 
letters __ and enclosures. __ We.are also in .. r~:ceipt _ofyourSeptember ].9, 1_9_86, '~-- ___ _ 
closure plan for all permitted storage units. It-appears that Your facility has 
achieved compliance with violations 1 through 9 of my June 16, 1986, inspection 
letter. Please be advised that a joint Ohio and U.S. EPA review of your closure 
plan must be conducted before your plan may be formally approved. · 

As you are aware the closure of the coal pile is being addressed under the September 
2, 1986, Director's Final Findings and Orders. 

Please advise me if you have any questions. 

Yours truly, 

lei~ /_~ 
Kris L. Coder 
Environmental Scientist 
Division of Solid and Hazardous Waste 
Management 

KLC/sp 

cc: Dave Mentzer, DSHWM, Central Office 

.,., 



State Of Ohio Environmental Protection Agency 

P.O. Box 1049, 361 East Broad St., Columbus, Ohio 43216-1049 
· 'S14)466-8565 

Richard F Celeste, Governor 

September 2, 1986 

LTV Steel Company 
1040 Pine Avenue 
Warren, Ohio 44481 

Dear Sir: 

Re: Director's Final Findings & Orders 
LTV Steel Company 
US EPA ID No.: OHD060409521 
Ohio Permit No.: 02-78-0184 

CERTIFIED MAIL 

Transmitted herewith are Final Findings & Orders of the Director concerning 
the matter indicated. 

You are hereby notified that this action of the Director is final and may be 
appealed to the Environmental Board of Review pursuant to Section 3745.04 of 
the Ohio Revised Code. The appeal must be in writing and set forth the action 
complained of and the grounds upon which the appeal is based. It must be filed 
with the Environmental Board of Review within thirty (30) days after notice of 
the Director's action. A copy of the appeal must be served on the Director of 
the Ohio Environmental Protection Agency and the Environmental Law Division of 
the Office of the Attorney General within three (3) days of filing with the 
Board. An appeal may be filed with the Environmental Board of Review at the 
following address: 

Very truly yours, 

Environmental Board of Review 
250 E. Town St. 
Room 101 
Columbus, Ohio 43215 

j£~·t-~~ 
Thomas E. Crepeau 
Division of Solid & Hazardous Waste Management SOUD WASTE BRANCH 

!'I:S, EPA.• Rf610N V 
TEC/dhs 

cc: Ed Kitchen, E&S, DSHWH 
. Bill Skowronski, NEDO, DSHWM 

Rose Freeman, US EPA, Region V 

1161 R 

I certify this to be a true and accurate copy of the 

official document as filed in the records of the Ohio 

Envir~--nmf.nta_l Protection Age~ocy, 

By: ( J/r&l 02LJtc:>oate ~k;% 
I 



BEFORE THE 

OHIO ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

In the Matter of: 

LTV Steel Company 
1040 Pine Avenue 
Warren, Ohio 44481 

Director's Final Findings 
ancl Orders 

Pursuant to Section 3734.13 of the Ohio Revised Code, the 
Director of Environmental Protection hereby makes the following 
Findings and issues the following Orders. 

FINDINGS 

l. The LTV Steel Company operates a steel processing facility (hereinafter 
LTV) in Warren, Ohio and was granted Hazardous Waste Facility Installation 
and Operation Permit No. 02-78-0184 (OHD-060-409-521) on December 4, 1981. 

2. The placement of coal tar decanter sludge (K087) onto the coal pile prior 
to placement into the process meets the definition of storage as defined 
in OAC 3745-50-10. 

3. The mixing of the (K087) with the coal pile has been conducted since 
Hay 23, 1984. 

4. LTV does not have a storage permit for the storage of hazardous waste 
(K087) in a waste pile. 

5. LTV is in violation of the following requirements applicable to storage 
in a waste pile; 3745-67-50; 3745-67-51 (protection from wind), 3745-67-
52 (waste analysis), 3745-67-53 (containment), 3745-67-56 (special 
requirements for ignitable or reactive wastes), 3745-67-57 (special 
requirements for incompatible wastes), 3745-67-58 (closure and post 
closure care). 

6. Tne mixing of a galvanized baghouse dust with waste pickle liquor (K062) 
meets the definition of treatment in OAC 3745-50-10. 

7. The mixing of the galvanized baghouse dust. and waste pickle liquor has 
been ==ring since July 29, 1981. 

8. LTV does not possess a treatment permit for the treatment of the EP toxic 
baghouse dust. 

l. 

ORDERS 

LTV shall :imrediately and permanently cease the unpermitted treatment 
activity consisting of the mixing of galvanized baghouse dust and waste 
pickle liquor and the unpermitted storage activity coH,iiisi;.ing _ _<J_f J::lrie . . 
mixing of coal tar decanter sludge with the coal pile. L'fliO tnllrilil!W.iDial rnll!Cti6R Ageocy 
I certify this to be a true and accurate copy of the 
official document as filed in the records of the Ohio 
Environmental Protection Agency. 

. By: (_Jmr/;/Quio Date 

OOERffi OIRt'UOR'S JOURNAl 

SEP 2 1986 



2. LTV shall sul:mit a closure plan for the waste pile storage area to l:oth 

Ohio EPA and U.S. EPA within 30 days after the effective date of these 

Findings and Orders. 

3. LTV shall investigate the installation of an approvable process to recycle 

coal tar decanter sludge, in accordance with u.s. EPA waste minimization 

requirements, and shall sul:rnit a report of its investigation to Ohio EPA 

within 120 days after the effective date of these Findings and Orders. 

Until the Ohio EPA has given written approval of such process, LTV shall 

not recycle coal tar decanter sludge at the Warren Works except as may 

be authorized by Ohio EPA. 

4. LTV shall investigate the sale of galvanized baghouse dust as a usable 

product (as an alternative to land disposal) and shall sub:nit a report 

of its investigation to Ohio EPA within 120 days after the effective 
date of these F · · and Or s. · 

v~S:_:e:.c.p..:.te:_:m..:.b..:.e.:_r:_:2::.c'~l9:..:8:.::6 ___ _ 
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~--------- Date 

I certify this to be a true and accurate copy of the 

official document as filed in the records of the Ohio 

Enviro~m~ntal. Protection Ag~ncy. 

By: LhJ71?1( 0;/J(Doate CJ b /?4?' 
II 

Ubio Ell'lirllil!iWntal Protectinn Ayencv 

EfffEREll lliRKfDR'S JOUH~.At 

SEP 2 1986 



LTV Steel Company 

CERTIFIED MAIL 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
Region V 

September 2, 1986 

i.) 
! '' u \" 

p '-~ ,'I:J ii u 
·; 

--, 

230 South Dearborn 
Chicago, IL 60604 

i_l.:._;, L,·-.- .. 

Attention: Regional Administrator 

Dear Sir/Madam: 

Re: LTV Steel Company, Inc. 
Warren Works 
OHD 060 409 521 , 

,,-cf,~\ 
c·J" 

rs· ii i·-:. 
" L!~ 

Please be advised that on July 17, 1986, The LTV Corporation and numerous 
of its subsidiaries, including LTV Steel Company, Inc., filed petitions for 
reorganization under Chapter 11 of the Bankruptcy Code in the United States 
Bankruptcy Court for the Southern District of New York. The C~apter 11 
proceedings have been assigned case numbers 86 B 11270 through 86 B 11334 
inclusive and have been referred to the Honorable Burton R. Lifland, United 
States Bankruptcy Judge. 

This notification is being made pursuant to 40 CFR §264.148 and/or 
§265.148 and/or analogous State requirements. 

LAS/fh 

cc: Ohio EPA 

2273a 

Sincerely, 

{.~zuro 
Manager-Solid and Hazardous Waste 
Environmental Control 

LTV STEEL COMPANY • CORPORATE ENVIRONMENTAL CONTROL DEPARTMENT • 3100 EAST 45TH STREET • CLEVELAND, OHIO 44127 • TELEPHONE (216) 429-6~71 



itate Of Ohio Environmental Protection Agency 

~01 _ ast District Office 
~110 E, Aurora Road; Twinsburg, Ohio 44087-1969 _ -·- · 

216) 425-9171 Richard F. Celeste, Governor . 

.. JZ"J~n~ lG~:_~g-~~-+;:~~~~~~3~¥-~2'. · ~;:~~ ~c RE: .·~~R~~E~kc~~iTY .·. 
: <>•.· ""~ ··• · "· · ·· .. ~.- · . : TRUMBULL COUNTY 

... · };cc . '.:'' #02-78-01 84 .· 
.... ·.. . . . . . - ... _. ··OHD 060-409-521 · 

LTV Steel Company 
\~arren Faci 1 i ty 
1040 Pine Avenue 
Warren, Ohio 44481 

Attn: Robert J. Lannon, P.E. 

Dear Mr. Lannon: 

- . .. 

On May 28, 1986, I conducted a hazardous waste inspection of the LTV Steel 

--~t6mpany;-wa.rren Facility; ·located at -1040 Pine Avenue, Warren •. __ 'fou, larry . 

· Szuhay and Soren Hansen represented this facility during the inspection. The 

·facility was inspeCted for both State and Federal regulations for the handling 

of hazardous wastes. · 
' :, ._ 

-~-~r.r•--~ _ · · - ·-. --~- -~--- :" ·"., 

· The following violations were noted during this inspe~tion: 
- - :-~, -· , __ ·'- >- ,. - -

'""-''-·'""l:'"'"The facility's Manager of Environmental_ Control, Bob Lannon, must 

. be trained in hazardous waste management procedures as required by 

.. OAC 3745-65-16(A) and 40 CFR 265.lfi(a). 

c.__:..:.:::c:c ·-~~2.: The facility's waste analysis plan inust be revised to. include analysis 

=:~;~:-.:-~?;;:;:;.:,c::c;"2of the_galvanized baghouse-dust .. c''The plan must also describe the·_--·-'--------~·-·-

. '-· •· -.•- .·. appropriate analytical parameters-;-. test methods, sampling methods and ·.:..c.:. __ "·· 

... testing frequency for each of the facilities wastes as according to 

. . OAC 3745-65-13(A)(B) and 4'1 CFR 265.13(a)(b). . . 

. - . . 

3 .. .The facility is required to post, at all active portions of the facility, 

s 1 gns with the 1 egend "Danger - Unauthorized Personne 1 Keep Out" as . 

required by OAC 3745-fi5-14(c) and 40 CFR 265.14(c). These areas would 

·._include .the galvanized baghouse area, all pickle liquor sump areas 

<-.-.... andthe coking area. -··-·-

:~4~ ·.rile facility's written~~,~~~;~}i~g~··~i'a~:~~s to be revis;d-~s- r~citi~~d by···· 

'" . .• OAC 3745-65-15 and 40 CFR 265.15. At a minimum the revisions shall 

. include the following: · · · · · · · 

a) ·Inspection procedures and remedial actions in the galvanized 

baghouse dust area; documentation .of the weekly inspection of 

· -~----the galvanized baghouse dust container storage areas (OAC 3745.:. 

fi6-74 and 40 CFR 265.174); 

------

.·._.:_ .· 



" ' 

LTV Steel Co. 
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· Page -2-

>b) 'Documentation of the inspection and remediation of the waste oickle 

· .)liquor sump~<ireas during tank truck loading and unloading operations 

· including 3 PM- 11 PM and 11 PM- 7AM turns; · 

c) Documentation of the inspection a!l·a 'operation of waste pickle liquor 

· pumps; 
-,._ --- - -- _ -·· 

d) All inspections should b~ documented by signature or initials of 

personnel performing the inspection; 

e) Document the inspection and remediation of the ramp unloading area 

during the transfer of the coal tar decanter sludge. 

5. The facility is to provide for adequate aisle space in areas where 

galvanized baghouse dust containers are stored as required by OAC 3745-

65-35 and 40 CFR 265.35. 
~- ------~----- --- -· ·--- ------- .. --- -~~~--~------

... 6 •. ;lhe,facility must document that appropriate arrangeme-ntslia-v-el5een made---,-.----

.• ~ .31"~ii!) ftil-~~ll!lla&Jllocal and state emergency authorities inc1 udjng .~qllan~ Township · 

en su';n•·itted to lth~e: ileAA~l1trtlE!!I1\t (OAC 3745-65-37(~) and 40 CFR 265 .~1·~11i))"an€1 tRat>a · · - . 

copy of the revised -Conti'nge'n"'cy!Ji1a-n ''l'f<fs'-9J'een submitted to them according 

to•OAC 3745-65~S3_(i.\J(.~) .. ~_n<tAQ (:FR.~6_5_.5.3. ,, . . . . 
- ~-- ,, -- t · -::/-::- ~-~~~~~::.~:r-~~'~7~-~~:~~~:-~f-;..~?,:;:;-:·~,~~-:-r

-c:gsr:r .. :.c""'--: - , - . 

~· -7; -The Contingency Plan must be revised to include: 
-·--·-· 

a) Actions to be taken by personnel in the event of an emergency incident 

in .the galvanized baghouse dust and coal tar decanter sludge areas; 

- _ .. .:~:_:-:::-- :or::jJ.rang~ments or agreements with 1 oca 1 or state emergency authorities; 

-- -------- - ·-··- ---,--. -- -~ ---~----------...-.~--- ---- ... .: .. :.- ·-- - . 

c) Names, home addresses and telephone numbers of all emergency 

···coordinators under District Managers, according to OAC 3745-65-52 

- and 40 CFR 265. 51. 

8. The facility must maintain a written operating record complying with 

a 11 sections of OAC 3745-65-73 and 40 CFR 265.73. 

9 •. ·A copy of all manifests received bythe facility mustbe kept on-site 

·.for at least three years as according to OAC 3745-65-7l(A).and 40. CfR .. 

' ., •. _265. 71.. . . . .. ··· 
·-_c - ~ '-'-~'-~-:.:::_.::-~::--0 . <- - ' 

10. The facility's closure planfor ~ll permitted storage units must be. 

···revised to include all appropriate sections of OAC 3745-66 · and the 

closure plan rules of 40 CFR 265. · · · ·· -

During the inspection the following items were discussed: · 

1) The facility has agreed to repair the curbing at the pickle liquor 

. loadinq and unloading area at the regeneration plant sump to prevent 

spillage~ of pickle·liquor from entering a storm sewer located near 

the load1ng/unloading area. · · 



TV Steel Co. · · .·. .: .. 
June· 16; ) 986 h.cc~ '"' ~. ,I~;\,"'"<i·· 
Page_ -3- . 

· ..... ·. ·. ·. ' .. ·.· ""'""''' .. _- .. .. ~--- : -. -

- '-'-;-, _ .. , ,;:::.{?-~~;:~~~~-:''' ,._ .;;._- -~-~--

~>~~::~>.·~;tL~~;-~i~-~~T~~-·~~0:_:~XL··:~>-:->;;,,;:'-?:-:~ .. ~~~:--~(-:;~:-.c~--:· _--> ·< .... _ ----- ._.- _-: ... --- _ 

- ·. ---·. 

~;"i:: .. ;t;::~2H''=Jhe'.faCility has'petitiolled OEPA and this writer to consider the .addition 

--;ct:;.~J',2~-''0~~of water. to,the' galvanize baghouse ·dust to optimize the handling . ···· 

cf'•.>·c.;~•· •:z·~;:icontrol and ·storage ·.of :the dust; :This issue will be brought to· the·,· 

s;:o{·,i;o:L~~'";o'~attention•.of~our~;technical staff in Columbus; :In a.similar manner, the .. 

· ·" ·.~····· '":issues''jnvolved::inyour May 5.ole-1:ter·concerning the· AKJ:process"~of·£··2: ... 

recycling the coal tar sludge will :be _brought to:their attentiori;.;J:"''>.oc:c<··~c·~~ 

........ :• . _ .. -

Please, within thirty (30) days.of receipt of this ·letter, document in writing 

to my attention at the Northeast District Office compliance with the above­

referenced violations (1-.10) and item #1. 

Please advise me if you have any questions. 

'cc:~· Dave •Sholti s, CO 
Tony Sasson, CO 
Soren Hansen, LTV Steel Co. 

-- -~ .· 

- ·- ----

' ---~ .. -

:. =~·;.·:~-~'" -~ ----~ 

, - .. 

-·- .. 
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